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Abandonment of railroad lines; pp. 263, 323, 
317, 318 430, 484, 584, 690, 695, 705, 877, 1172, 
1179, 1299, 1301, 1363. 

Abstract of laws and decisions of Commission 
under Hawes resolution; pp. 722, 867, 1302. 

Accidents, railroad and highway; pp. 156, 292, 
352, 481, 852, 1020, 1418, 1422. 

—— rules for railroads; pp. 194, 1005, 
1237$ 1412. 

Admiralty litigation; p. 939. 

Aishton, R. H.; service and revenues; p. 402. 

Aitchison, C. B.; men in transportation; p. 
722; reappointment up to Commission; ap- 
a before Senate Committee; pp. 1436, 
1469. 

Alaska railroad; pp. 102, 1324, 1347, 1474. 

American Association of Freight Traffic Of- 
ficers; p. 726. 

American Association of Port Authorities; 
meetings, etc.; p. 506. 

American Railway Association; 
New York; pp. 1180, 1477. 

Annual reports of department heads; p. 1287. 

Association of Pacific and Far West Ports; 
meeting at Los Angeles; p. 276. 

Associated Traffic Clubs of America; meetings, 
etc.; pp. 454, 950. 

Aviation; pp. 482, 1020, 1164, 1227, 1240, 1300, 
1303, 1308, 1346, 1407. 

Benzol; rates on; p. 1066. ‘ 

Bills of lading; pp. 546, 750, 1407, 1422, 1434. 

Block signal system mileage; p. 1299. 

Board of Mediation (see also Labor and 
Wages); pp. 1303, 1328, 1352. 

Bohon, W. S.; inland waterways; pp. 480, 711. 

Bonaparte, Lieut. Jerome; p. 71. 

Bonham, B. A.; expense of rate quotations; 
p. 1208. 

Boston & Maine improvements; p. 552. 

British Embassy at Washington; p. 1055. 

Britten, Rep.; correspondence with Premier 
Baldwin; p. 1288. 

Britton, Edward; inland waterways; p. 712. 

Budd, Ralph; western transportation develop- 
ments; p. 400. 

Bung-stoppers; rates on; p. 1108. 
Butterbaugh, W. E.; traffic management in 
retail stores; p. 780. 
Burton, Senator T. E.; 

p. 1110. 

a. Chairman; calls on Coolidge; p. 
1226. 

Canadian Traffic League; p. 1386. 
Canadian-U. S.; rates on traffic between; pp. 
32%, 374, 556, 651, 760, 761, 824, 1297, 1359. 

Canned goods; rates on; pp. 590, 649, 1109. 

Capper, Senator; potatoes and federal cen- 
tralization; pp. 750, 751. 

Car hire rules; pp. 550, 594. 

Cars, daily average movement of; pp. 106, 
1202, 1348. 

Cars, heavy loading of; pp. 402, 813, 832, 946, 
1202, 1348. , 
Cars, location of; pp. 72, 284, 350, 618, 715, 852, 

1018, 1136, 1238, 1388. 

Car surplus and shortage; pp. 54, 110, 152, 288, 
404, 444, 482, 536, 603, 664, 732, 796, 904, 970, 
1018, 1148, 1192, 1228, 1299, 1386, 1436, 1477. 

Celotex, rates on; p. 202. 

= Freight Association; hearing plans; p. 

7 


meeting in 


record in Congress; 


1237. 

Chamber of Commerce of the U. S.; meetings, 
reports, etc.; pp. 452, 970, 990. 

Chicago Junction case; pp. 142, 199, 756, 1410. 

a merchandise mart freight terminal; 
p. 542. 

Chicago, North Shore & Milwaukee, status 
of; pp. 142, 228. 

a Shippers’ Conference; pp. 788, 1020, 
1078. 

Chicago switching rates; p. 638. 

Childe, C. E.; speech on railroad regulation 
at Boston; p. 866 (see also under Editorial). 

Chipboard; rates on, etc.; p. 704. 

Civil service; p. 1228. 

ey and claim prevention; pp. 311, 608, 970, 
0 


Claims, false; prosecution for filing; p. 1179. 
ne matters; pp. 636, 691, 704, 1436, 


Clayton act violations; pp. 327, 350, 374, 653, 
924, 1296. 

Coal; production, rates, distribution, etc. (see 
also fuel, railroad, and lake cargo coal); pp. 
42, 54, 79, 92, 128, 156, 160, 212, 230, 263, 292, 
318, 404, 437, 444, 490, 498, 506, 541, 564, 599, 
608, 672, 676, 696, 703, 728, 778 813, 852, 908, 
935, 946, 961, 1020, 1024, 1066, 1072, 1140, 1192, 
1227, 1288, 1332, 1347, 1352, 1408, 1411, 1428, 
1471, 1476. 

College of advanced traffic; p. 962. 

Commerce, Department of; railroad comment 
in Yearbook; p 309. 

Commission appropriations; pp. 480, 1303. 

Commission personnel, appointments, etc.; pp. 
382, 722, 751, 924, 926, 1108, 1194, 1226, 1322, 
1346, 1436, 1466, 1469 1484, 1486. 

Commission’s annual report; p. 1301. 

Commission’s rules of practice; revision sug- 
= to eleminate frivolous petitions; p. 

Commission; views of in national campaign; 
PB, 925, 926, 990, 1055 (see also under Editor- 


Commission, work of, etc.; pp. 250, 373, 480, 
595, 636, 751, 812, 990, 1301. 

Committees, Interstate Commerce, of Senate 
and House; personnel, hearings, etc.; pp. 
1054, 1148, 1322, 1408, 1436, 1480. 

Commodity statistics and forecasts; pp. 40, 
498, 784, 1084. 

Communications Commission; federal; bill to 
create; p. 1480. 





DECISIONS OF I. C.C. IN 
THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
July to December, 1908. 
Vol. 2 to 14 1. C. C. 619 
January to June, 1909. 
Vols. 2-3 to 16 I. C. C. 422 
July to December, 1909. 
Vol. 4 to 17 I. C. C. 388 
January to June, 1910. 
Vol. 5 to 19 I. C. C. 102 
July to December, 1910. 
Vol. 6 to 20 I. C. C. 21 
January to June, 1911. 
Vol. 7 to 21 I. C. C. 181 
July to December, 1911. 
Vol. 8 to 22 I. C. C. 138 
January to June, 1912. 
Vol. 9 to 24 I. C. C. 192 
July to December, 1912. 
Vol. 10 to 25 I. C. C. 349 
January to June, 1913. 
Vol. 11 to 27 I. C. C. 343 
July to December, 1913. 
Vol. 12 to 28 I. C. C. 549 
January to June, 1914. 
Vol. 13 to 30 I. C. C. 528 
July to December, 1914. 
Vol. 14 to 32 I. C. C. 291 
January to June, 1915. 
Vol. 15 to 34 I. C. C. 277 
July to December, 1915. 
Vol. 16 to 37 I. C. C. 113 
January to June, 1916. 
Vol. 17 to 40 I. C. C. 52 
July to December, 1916. 
Vol. 18 to 42 I. C. C. 374 
January to June, 1917. 
Vol. 19 to 45 I. C. C. 212 
July to December, 1917. 
Vol. 20 to 47 I. C. C. 482 
January to June, 1918. 
Vol. 21 to 50 I. C. C. 396 
1918. 


July to December, 
Vol. 22 to 51 I. C. C. 504 


January to June, 1919. 
Vol. 23 to 53 I. C. C. 384 
July to December, 1919. 
Vol. 24 to 55 I. C. C. 582 
January to June, 1920. 
Vol. 25 to 57 I. C. C. 663 
July to December, 1920. 
Vol. 26 to 59 I. C. C. f 
January to June, 1921. 
Vol. 27 to 62 I. C. C. 91 
July to December, 1921. 
Vol. 28 to 64 I. C. C. 687 
January to June, 1922. 
Vol. 29 to 69 I. C. C. 145 
July to December, 1922. 
Vol. 30 to 74 I. C. C. 488 
January to June, 1923. 
Vel. 31 to 80 I. C. C. 594 
July to December, 1923. 
Vol. 32 to 85 I. C. C. 130 
January to June, 1924. 
Vol. 33 to 89 I. C. C. 725 
July to December, 1924. 
Vol. 34 to 93 I. C. C. 639 
January to June, 1925. 
Vol. 35 to 100 I. C. C. 70 
July to December, 1925. 
Vol. 36 to 104 I. C. C. 340 
January to June, 1926. 
Vol. 37 to 112 I. C. C. 500 
July to December, 1926. 
Vol. 38 to 118 I. C. C. 630 
January to June, 1927. 
Vol. 39 to 126 I. C. C. 486 
July to December, 1927. 
Vol. 40 to 132 I. C. C. 614 
January to June, 

Vol. 41 to 142 I. C. 

July to December, 

Vol. 42 to 148 I. C. C. 


Compensation for federal control; pp. 79, 160, 
874, 1177, 1232, 1299, 1301. 

Conference rulings of the Commission; re- 
scinding of; p. 1484. 

Consolidation of railroads; legislation, general 
eae for, etc.; pp. 610, 813, 1326, 1346, 1347, 


Consolidations, mergers, leases and purchases; 
pp, 18, 76, 180, 193, 230, 258, 270, 326, 483, 541, 
695, 696, 754, 756, 758, 766, 817, 823, 825, 826, 
879, 932, 1000, 1061, 1171, 1172, 1194, 1232, 
1234, 1296, 1301, 1356, 1465, 1486. 


Construction and extension of railroad lines; 
pp. 69, 71, 180, 193, 198, 258, 263, 317, 318, 433, 
437, 541, 542, 599, 696, 736, 758, 790, 817, 879, 
931, 932, 933, 989, 1024, 1026, 1060, 1118, 1172, 
1177, 1231, 1232, 1301, 1362, 1363, 14038, 1411, 
1466, 1469, 1486. 


Constructive freight stations; pp. 78, 592, 637, 
649, 692, 1474. 

Containers, portable steel; movement of L. C. 
I. freight in; pp. 894, 1227, 1380, 1460. 

oo John, and the N. Y. N. H. & H.; 
Dp. ; 

Coolidge, President; messages and addresses; 
pp. 924, 1300, 1346. 

—— Charles E.; power to deny damages; 
Dp. A 


Cotton and cottonseed, rates on, etc.; pp. 140, 
691, 703, 715, 1119, 1416. 





Court reviews of Commission decisions: 

179, 691. * PD. 
Cranes for loading freight cars on ships; p. 774 
Crosland, G. M.; man in transportation; p, 


Cuban-American shipping practices; p 439 

Currency, size of; p. 1165. j ; 

Curtains and storm windows for engine cabs. 
Pp. 826, 874, 1008. ' 

Cyanamid, rates on; p. 446. 

Dairy products, rates on; p. 591. 

Davis, Dwight F., Secretary of War (see also 
Mississippi-Warrior barge line); pp, 69 
1254, 1256. ; , 

Day, W. H.; men in transportation; p. 124g 

Debt, railway funded; p. 618. , 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are in. 
dexed by title where there is a complainant 
Where there is none they the indexed by the 
commodity or subject affected. Where no vol. 
ume and page is cited, it is understood that 
the decision was originally issued in mimeo. 
graphed form and that it had not been printeg 
up to the time this index went to press.) 


Aetna Oil Service, Inc., vs. B. & O. et al. 
case 19858; crude oil (147 I. C. C., 242-244): 
Pp. » 

Acme Brick Co. vs. I. C. et al.; case 19216: 
brick; pv. 1410. ; 

Acme Foundry & Machine Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 18469; scrap iron (1. C.¢ 
175-177); p. 1170. 

Ala.-Ga. Syrup Co. vs. I. H. B. et al.; case 
19275; glucose; p. 1349. 

Albany Perforated Wrapping Paper Co. ys, 
N. Y. N. H. & H. et al.; case 20632; wood 
pulp; p. 1351. 

Allendale Grocery Co. vs. C. & W. C. et al: 
— grain (147 I. C. C., 131-134); 
p. 3 

Allendale Grocery Co. vs. A. C. L. et al; 
= 19887; hay (147 I. C. C., 696-698); p. 

Aluminum Co. of America vs. A. T. & S. F 
et al.; case 18844; aluminum (146 I. C. C,, 
363-373); p. 191. 

American Cellulose and Chemical Manufac- 
turing Co., Ltd., vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
20023; sand (148 I. C. C., 70-72); p. 1168. 

American F’'arm Bureau Federation vs. A. & 
B. B. et al.; case 19465; cattle (147 I. C.C. 
295-299); p. 870. 

American Potash & Chemical Corp. vs. G. N. 
et al.; case 19201; muriate of potash (146 
I. C. C., 32-36); p. 22. 

American Rolling Mill Co. vs. P. R. R. et 
al.; case 18668; iron (148 I. C. C., 54-58); 
p. 1169 

American Sand and Gravel Co. vs. C. &N. 
W. et al.; case 20231; sand (148 I. C. C., 343- 
347); p. 1351. 

American Wringer Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
et al.; case 18929; wringers (146 I. C. C,, 
325-326); p. 257. 

American Zine Products Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
et al.; case 18690; spelter; 255. 

American Zinc Products Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 19449; zinc sheets (146 I. C. C. 
555-558); p. 315. 

Ames Shovel & Tool Co. vs. New Haven et 
al.; case 18572; shovel handles; p. 1464. 
Anderson, Embry E., et al. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
~~; aoe coarse grain (146 I. C. C., 51-56); 

p. 

Anderson, F. B., Co. vs. A. C. L.; case 20377; 

_—- effect (147 I. C. C., 459-460); p. 


Anderson, W. O., Commission Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 20109; Christmas trees 
(146 I. C. C., 645-646); p. 378. 

Andrews Bros., Inc., et al. vs. Am. Ry. Ex- 
press Co. et al.; case 19781; fruits and 
vegetables. (144 I. C. C., 223-226); p. 188. 

Andrews, R. P., Paper Go. vs. L. L. et al.; 
case 19845; paper cups (147 I. C. C., 245- 
246); p. 872. 

Apples from Idaho, Oregon and Washington 
to California; I. and S. 3057 (148 I. c. C., 
285-298); p. 1289. 

Arizona Commission vs. Arizona Eastern et 
al.; case 15377; canned goods (147 I. C. C., 
391-414); p. 928. 

Armour & Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 18806; 
meats, etc. (144 I. C. C., 219-222); p. 188. 
Armour & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
19334; crude glycerine (147 I. C. C., 454- 

456); p. 930. 

Armour & Co. et al. vs. Terminal R. R. 
Assn. of St. Louis et al.; case 19184; also 
fourth sect. aps.; meat; p. 22. 

Armour Fertilizer Works vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al.; case 19901; fertilizer; p. 131. 

Arnold Fruit Co., Inc., et al. vs. C. B. & Q5 
case 19786; refrigeration charges (146 I. ©. 
C., 628-630); p. 432. 

Aroostook County Chamber of Commerce et 
al. vs. A. & R. et al.; case 18256; potatoes 
(147 I. C. C., 627-639); p. 999. 

Atlantic Fish Co. et al. vs. Canadian _Na- 
tional et al.; case 19595; smoked, salted an 
cured fish; p. 1465. 

Atlas Waste Material Co. vs. Pennsy; case 
18238; cotton factory sweepings (147 I. C. 
C., 740-742); p. 1060. a 

Augusta Cotton Exchange et al. vs. Ga. oth 
Fla. et al.; case 16527 and cases joined wi 
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it; cotton transit (146 I. C. C., 245-272); p. 
185. 

Ault & Wiborg Co. of N. Y. vs. B. & O 
al.; case 19761; ink (148 I. C. C., 59- 62): p 
1113. 

Austin-Stephenson Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 20087; cotton (147 I. C. C., 269-270); p. 
871. 

Automatic train control, case 13413, Sub. 
Nos. 27-2 and 43 (137 I. C. C., 120-126; 147 
I. C. C., 152-164); p. 756. 

Automatic train control; case ae Sub. No. 
12-2 (147 L. C. C., 305-318); 

Automatic train control; cass “13h, Sub. 
gg 2, 40 and 41-2 (147 1. Cc. , 42- 84); 

Automatic — Control Devices; case 13413 
(148 I. C. 188-210); p. 1228. 

Babcock & Wileex Co. va. P. BR. R. ot ab; 
ee. ey boiler tubes (147 I. C. C., 589- 
5 p. 

Badger i & Coal Co. vs. tT. & &%. 2. 
et al.; case 18399; shingles Gis i <<. 
199-204); p. 183. 

Badger Lumber & Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& F. et al.; case 18501; lumber (148 I. C. 
7 5732175) p. 1169. 

Baltimore Enamel & Novelty Co. vs. A. C. 
L. et al.; case 19573; enameled stove trim- 
mings (144 I. C. C., 120-122); p. 74. 

Baltimore Tube Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 19014; brass, bronze and copper arti- 
cles (144 I. C. C., 323-327); p. 189. 

Barge Line Act, procedure under;-ex parte 
94 (148 I. C. C., 129-141); p. 1167. 

Barker Bros., Inc., vs. M. C. et al.; case 
me! gas ranges (147 I. C. C., 483-484); 


p. 998. 

Barnsdall Refineries, Inc., et al. vs. Midland 
Valley et al.; case 20111; gas oil (146 I. C. 
C., 741-742); p. 432. 

Beaman Elevator Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 19106; bills of lading; p. 1351. 

Beans, dried, and other vegetables from Wy- 
oming, I. and S. 2970 (146 I. C. C., 283-289); 


p. 

Bellevue Sand & Gravel Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 18874; sand and gravel (148 I. 
Cc. . 85-88); p. 1168. 

Benson-Quinn Co. vs. Director General; case 
20075; oats reconsignment (147 I. C. C., 185- 
186); p. 873. 

Berney Bond Glass Co. vs. B. & A. et al.; 
case ~~ cullet (146 I. C. C., 780-784); 
p. 483. 

Berney Bond Glass Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 19962; glass milk bottles (147 I. C. C., 
117-119); p. 753 

Bertha Mineral Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
17260; sulphuric acid; p. 1349. 

Bertrand Lumber Co., Ltd., vs. A. G. S. et 
al.; case 18919; stoves (146 I. C. C., 207- 
209); p. 189. 

Best Foods, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
cane 20060; relish (144 I. C. C., 250-252); p. 

Better Bedding Alliance of America vs. A. T. 
& y F. et al.; case 19878; mattresses 
(148 I. C. C., 66-69); p. 1169. 

Bissel, F., Co. vs. Pennsy; case 19438; wooden 
insulator pins (147 I. C. C., 1748-746); p. 


Bissinger & Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 15644; 
hides (146 I. C. C., 197-198); p. 258. 

Blue Ridge Talc Co., Inc., vs. C. N. - & T. 
P. et al.; case 19991; iron ore (147 I. C. Cy, 
507-509); p. 930. 

Boise Payetts Lumber Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 19567; lumber, etc. (146 I. C. C., 457- 
462); p. 257. 

Borden’s Farm Products Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. 
N. H. & H. et al.; case 14996; icing (147 
I. C. C., 498-499); p. 998. 

Boston & Maine vs. ong gl and Miners’ 
Trans. Co. et al.; case 19384; 186. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. Koache et al.; 
case ee wool and mohair (144 I. C. C., 
111-114); 74. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. B. & A. et al.; 
case 11040; switching (146 I. C. C., 235- 
240); p. 191. 

Bronfman Coal Co. vs. Erie et ~ i case 20105 
(146 I. C. C., 374-376); coal; 

Brooks Construction Co. vs. y CG; case 
19666; sand and gravel (147 I. C. Cc. 624- 
626); p. 999. 

srooks, Geo. M., & Co. et al. vs. Ill. Cent. et 
al.; case 19994; live poultry (146 I. C. C., 
708-710); p. 431. 

Brownyard, F. W., vs. U. P. et al.; case 18174; 
bills of lading; D. 1351. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. vs. P. M. 
et al.; case 18731; also 18872, Same vs. M. 
C. et al.; cars for talking machines (147 
I. C. C., 517-521); p. 994. 

Burdick Mercantile Co. vs. G. C. & S. Pt et 
al.; case 19968; export wheat (146 IL C. C., 
766-768); p. 483. 

Burnham ‘Boiler Corp. vs. N. Y¥. C. et al; 
case 19160; also Sub. No. Federal Radi- 
ator Co. vs. B. & O. et al., and Sub. No. 2, 
Hitchings & Co. vs. Same; boilers (144 I. 
C. C., 311-314); p. 257. 

Burroughs Adding Machine Co. vs. ware 
et al.; case 19940; adding machines (147 I 
C. C., 256-258); p. 873. 

Bussey J. S., Jr., trustee, vs. A. C. L. et al.: 
case 18863: insecticide ai4 1 C. C., 117%- 
119); p. 13 0. 

C. & ‘A. et al. vs. T. P. & W.; case 19918; 
ite ease freight trains (146 I. C. C., 171- 


Cairo Syrup Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 16805; molasses and syrup (146 I. C. 
C., 567-572); p. 375. 

Caldwell and ‘Taylor va. C. BR. L & G. ot al.3 
case 18563; benzol, imported (144 I. C. C., 
448-450); p. 73. 

California Dressed Beef Co. et al. vs. K. C. 
M. & O. et al.; case 16418 and cases joined 
avewem: cattle (147 I. C. C., 215-223); p. 


California Growers’ and Shippers’ Protective 
League et al. vs. Am. Ry. Express Co.; 
case 16376; a and vegetables (144 I. C. 
C., 106- 110); p. 

California Peach a Fig Growers vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al., and a sub. number, Same 
vs. Hetch-Hetchy R. R. et al.; is case 18477; 
lumber (147 I. C. C., 7-12); p. 639. 

California White & ‘Sugar Pine Manufac- 
turers’ Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
18151; lumber and products (146 I. C. C., 
726- 732); p. 431. 

Cameron, Joyce & Co. vs. St. Louis & Han- 
nibal et al.; case 20198; ~ ‘ened outfits 
CGié i. C. C., 751-752); p 

Canada, publication of rates between U. S. 
and: ex parte 93 (148 I. C. C., 778-781); Pp. 


Carey, Philip, Co., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17468; building and roofing 
material (146 I. C. C., 792-795); p. 539. 

Car Material, Railway, Between Points in 
Illinois Classification ee, I. and S. 
3061 (146 I. C. C., 691-696); p. 

Carpenter, C. F., Vs. Cent. of Porront “ ai. 
case 15341; granite monuments (147 I, c. 
C., 373-374); p. 930. 

Caruso, Rinella, Battaglia Co., Inc, vs. Am. 
aF, serene Co.; case 20682; strawberries; 
p 

Cascade Timber Company vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 18979; cedar poles and wooden 
piling; p. 1464. 

Cedar poles and piling from north Pacific 
coast points to destinations east of Rocky 
Mountains (144 I. C. C., 541-566); p. 315. 

Cedar poles and piling from north Pacific 
*coast to destinations east of Rocky Moun- 
tains; I. and S. 2785; p. 376. 

Cement; see lola A Mills Traffic Assn. 
et al. vs. A. & V. et al. and — 
cases (144 I. C. C., 585-602); 313. 

Chapman-Price Co. vs. A. T. & "S. F. et al.; 
case 19072; spelter; p. 255. 

Chautauqua & Erie ‘Grape Growers’ Cooper- 
ative Assn. et al. vs. Erie et al.; case 20141; 
grapes (146 I. C. C., 403-413); pp. 132, 539. 

Chemical Lime Co. et al. vs. Bellefonte Cent. 
et al.; case 17004; finding modified (147 I. 
C. C., 285-290); p. 870. 

Cheney Bros., Inc., et al. vs. S. Manchester 
et al.; case 18873; coal and coke (147 I. 
C. C., 421-481); p. 993. 


Chevrolet Motor Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 19331; auto bodies (147 I. C. C., 233- 
234); p. 872. 

Chicago Fire Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & W. et 
al.; case 13878; sewer Re and wall coping 
(144 I. C. C., 24- 27); 3. 

Chicago Gravel Co. et . ve. A. T. & BD. P- 
et al.; case 17817; sand, ete. (146 I. C. C., 
290-292); p. 258. 

Chicago Gravel Co. vs. I. H. B. et al.; case 
19557; sand and gravel (146 I. C. C., 101- 
107); p. 22. 

Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9977; also 12614, Same vs. 
Director General et ‘al.; loading of live 
stock (144 I. C. C., 175-176); p. 187. 

Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. P. R. R.; 
case 19198; extra bedding (147 I. C. C., 
767-768); p. 1060. 

Cincinnati Builders’ Supply Co. et al. vs. B. 
& . case 19992; coal (146 I. C. C., 587- 
592); 316. 

Clark aha Lewis Co. et al. vs. Clyde S. S. 
Co. et al.; case 18898; beverages (147 I. C. 
C., 325-329); p. 873. 

Class and commodity rates between New 
England and Eastern Trunk Line terri- 
tories via Boston and Merchants’ and 
Miners’ Transportation Co.; I. and S. 2838; 
also 19384, Boston & Maine vs. Merchants’ 
and Miners’ Transp. Co. et al. (146 I. C. C., 
429-437); p. 186. 

Class and commodity rates from Pacific 
coast and intermediate territory to eastern 
defined territoris; fourth sect. aps. 12383, 
346, 348, 349, 456, 580, 584, 650, 651, 1475, 
1575 (144 I. C. C., 28-37); p. 483. 

Class and Commodity rates from Pacific coast 
and intermediate territory to eastern de- 
fined territories; fourth section aps. 12383, 
346, 348, 349, 456, 580, 584, 650, 651, 1475, 
1575 (144 I. C. C., 28-37); p. 73. 

Class and commodity rates; fourth section 
aps. 12628. 1896, 1895, 1884 (148 I. C. C., 323- 
326); p. 1349. 

Class rates between various Ky. ge and 
points in eastern territory (146 I. C. C., 115- 
126), I. and S. 3051; p. 74. 

Classification, official, southern and western, 
changes in; L & S. 3101 (147 I. C. C.,, 
649-664); p. 995. 

Cleveland Provision Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 15466; live stock; p. 1170. 

Cleveland Provision Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 16468; live stock (148 I. C. 
C., 152-158); p. 1229. 

Clifton Paper Mills vs. N. Y. & W. et al.; 
case 17326; wood pulp; p. Les" 


Clinchfield Coal Corp. vs. C. C. & O. et al.; 
come 17520; coal (147 I. C. C., a p. 


Clicquot Club Co. et al. vs. A. L. et al.; 
case 18207; old bottles (144 I. o% , 298-304); 


p. 258. 

Clovis Mill and Elevator Co. vs. A. & S. et 
al.; case 20074 (146 I. C. C., 417-418); 
wheat; p. 188. 

Coleman Lamp and Stove Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
a et al.; case 19659; gas mantles (146 I. C. 

769-772); p. 483. 

Colgate & Co. * =. & t al.; case 19252; 
soap, etc. (144 I. C. é., Joss 257); p. 257. 

Collier-Key worth ‘Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
case 20289; children’s vehicle gears (148 
s & fi. 241- 245); p. 1231. 

Colorado, state of, et al. vs. A. zt. 2 Bs Bs 
et al.; case 16613; potatoes (147 I. C. C., 
201-214); p. 815. 

Colorado, state of, vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 16614; potatoes;'p. 815. 

Columbia, Miss., Chamber of Commerce vs. 
I. C. et al.; case 19760; commodities; p. 1349. 

Commodity rates, general cancellation of in 
I. F. A., W. R. L., and ¥ &’. A. territories; 
I. and s. 2821 (147 I. C. 379-381); p. 929. 

Consolidated RI Cases; No. 13535 
(147 I. C. C., 165-168); p. 870; (148 I. C. C., 
282-284); p. 1464. 

Costa, A. M., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 19177; coal; also 19399, Golden Eagle 
Milling Company et al. vs. Denver & Rio 
Grande Western et al. (144 I. C. C., 2738- 
280); p. 258. 

Cottonseed, carloads, from La. Ry. & Nav. 
Co. stations to Shreveport and Bossier 
City, La.; I. and S. 3035 (147 I. C. C., 24- 
29); p. 693. 

Creamery Package Manufacturing Co. vs. B. 
& M. et al.; case 20268; wornout copper 
— - 1351. 

Crown illamette Paper Co. vs. N. & A. et 
al.; case 20114; furnace linings (147 I. C. 
C., 93-95); p. 753. 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 


case 20484; cheese (147 I. C. C., 441-442); 
p. 

Culler, Ss. L., Lumber Co. vs. C. & E. I.; case 
20354; jumber; . 1351. 

Cushman Motor Works vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
— Ei pig iron (148 r ¢. C., 125-128); 
p 

Dann-Gerow Co., In A. & Te. 6 CS 


case 19707; hollow "Salting tile (146 I. C. 
C., 703- 704); p. 432. 

Day Builders’ Supply Co. et al. vs. New 
York Central et al.; case 20069; metal lath- 
ing (146 I. C. C., 739 - 740); p. 432. 

Decatur Cornice & Roofing Co. et al. vs. L. 
& N. et al.; case 16812; asphalt shingles 
(146 I. C. Cc. 441-444); p. 191. 

Deline Manufacturing Co. - Cc. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 19018 (146 I. , 322-324); paper 
boxes; p. 188. ‘ 

Denver Rock Drill Manufacturing Co. vs. 
New York Central et al.; case 20204; plain 
bar steel; p. 1465. 

Diamond Match Co. vs. New Haven et al.; 
case a scrap paper (147 I. C. C., 703- 
705); 1059. 

peel Pipe and Supply Co., Inc., vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 19269; pipe (148 I. 
C. C., 307-310; p. 1290. 

Divisions of freight rates in Western and 
Mountain-Pacific territories; Docket 15234; 


. 1463. 

Doctor Miles Medical Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al.: case 17584; catalogues (147 I. C. C., 
415-420); p. 998. 

Dodge Co. Lumber Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 18799; crossties (146 I. C. C., 221-224); 
p. 189 

Dorgan- -McPhillips Packing Corp. vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 20014; tin cans (147 I. C. C., 
529-531); p. 996. 

Dunn, I. E., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 20228; cast iron radiators (146 I. C. C., 
756-758); p. 431. 

Durabilt Steel Locker Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 19885; sheet steel (144 I. C. C., 232- 
234); p. 257. 

Eagle Cotton Oil Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 
17485; coal (146 I. C. C., 687-688); p. 378. 
East Coast Fertilizer Co. Vs. Alcolu RK. R. et 

al.; case 20454; fertilizer; Bp 7-2 

East Rochester —_ vs. & O. et al.; 
— 19413 (146 I. C. C., 387- 362); coal; p. 
1 

Ebersbach Construction Co. vs. & N.; case 
ee road material (147 I. c! C., 99-102); 

754. 

Electric Service Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; case 
18047; slack coal (146 I. C. C., 705-707); pD. 
433. * 

Embossing Co. vs. Ann Arbor et sa case 
19241; checkers and dominos (146, I *.) C., 
19-22); p. 22. 

Evans Milling Co. vs. et al.: case 
20313; corn (148 I. C. rm %s. ons p. 1169. 
Fall River Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
8 Eng. S. S. Co.; case 19839; twine; p. 

1351. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. P. R. R. et al 
case 19612; brass and copper pigs, etc. Gai 
. &. 243- 249); p. 181. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. C. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 18720; copper slag Rate | a ee 
455- 456); p. 257. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Pennsy. et al.; 
case 16516; antimony (146 I. C. C., 683- 
686); p. 433. 
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Federated Metals Corporation vs. I. C. et al.; 
case 18426; spelter (146 I. C. C., 596-598; p. 


377. 
Federated Metals Corp. vs. C. of N. J. et al.; 
17575; brass borings and turnings 
(147 I. C. c., 669-670); p. 999. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. P. ‘R. R. et al.; 
case 20389; zinc sulphate (148 I. C. C., 89- 
93); p. 1112. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 16419; also I. and S. 2416, terne 
metal from eastern points to eastern and 
central territory; also case 14882, Union 
Smelting & Refining Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. 
J. et al. (148 I. C. C., 211-216); p. 1230. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Southern; case 
19613; lea@; pp. 203, 582. 

Fertilizer, import, and fertilizer oe 
from S. Atlantic and Gulf ports; I. and S. 
3041 (147 I. C. C., 274-281); p. 869. 

Fertilizers and fertilizer materials, rates on, 
within state of S. Carolina; case 16325 (147 
I. C. C., 178-184); p. 815. 

Fiero, John A., and Monin, Frank A., trading 
as Fiero & Monin, vs. Pennsylvania; case 
17607 anthracite coal (147 I. C. C., 592- 
596); p. 996. 

Fitchburg Gas & Electric Light Co. vs. B. & 
M. et al.; case 19153; coal (147 I. C. C., 145- 
151); p. 815. 

Flaccus, William, Oak Leather Co. vs. N. 

N. H. & H. et al.; case 20260; ties 
extract (147 I. C. C., 1385-138); p. 754. 

Florida Commission vs. A. & R. et al.; case 
16939; citrus fruit; also 15545, Turner-Okla- 
homa Company et al. vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al.; 17857, Gadsden County Truck 
Growers’ Association vs. Aberdeen & Rock- 
fish et al.; 18018, C. G. Justice Company et 
al. vs. Atlanta, Birmingham & Atlantic et 
al.; and 18018 (Sub. No. 1), A. Carcelmo et 
al. vs. Seaboard Air Line et al. (144 I. C. 
C., 603-629); p. 251. 

Flynn, Welch po Yates vs. A. & S. 
et al.; case 19365; nitrating oe 144 C. 
C., 634-636); p. 22. 

Flynn, Welch, and Yates vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 19617; pipe and fittings; p. 1351. 

Folberth Auto Specialty Co. vs. N. ¥. C. et 
al.; case 17478 also Same vs. C. C. . & St. 
Le Ot als — cleaners (147 I. C. C., 
555-558); p. 

Folger, 2. hu, hae oO. VS. » & & S. F. et al.; 
case 9 tea (144 I. C. C., 73-76); p. 73. 
Folger, J. A., & Co. vs. ra & S. F. et al.; 
cane 19792; coffee (146 I. C. C., 637-639); 


316. 

Frederichsen Floor and Wall Tile Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al.; 7s. 19192; china clay and 
feldspar (146 LC. C., 786-791); p. 483. 

Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. A. & V. 
et al.; case 17730; linseed oil (146 I. C. C., 
445-448); p. 189. 

Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. A. 

& & F. et al.; case 20194; flaxseed adi 
I. C., 799- 801); p. 1111. 

mamen "& Davis Lumber Co. et al vs. Atlan- 
tic City Railroad et al.; case 20310; lumber 
(146 I. C. C., 759-760); p. 432. 

Fulton Bag & Cotton Mills vs. T. & P. 
et al.; case 20028; burlap bags (146 I. C. C., 
229-230); p. 189. 

Garin, grain products, hay and straw, from 
Memphis to Arkansas; I. and S: 3096 
(147 I. C. C., 106-108); p. 753. 

Gateway Hay Co. et al. vs. M. & N. A. et 
al.; case 20265; grain, etc. (148 I. C. C., 337- 
339); p. 1351. 

General Petroleum Corp. vs. A. T. £ Ss. Fw. 
et ak; case 17667; petroleum (146 I. C. C., 
194-196); p. 191. 

Georgia Commission vs. Atlantic Coast Line; 
case 18364; logs (146 I. C. C., 717-725); p 


376. 

Gillican- pa gu Co. et al. vs. A. N. et al.; 
case 19342; o* ae turpentine (148 I. C. 
C., 227- 235); 

Gilliland Oil on a N Mex. vs. 
et al.; case 19364; gasoline Gia 1. “3 ‘e 
261- 264); p. 257. 

Gilliland Oil Co. of N. M. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 19499; storage tanks and ma- 
chinery; p. _ 

Gillaspie, J. W., nN. Cc. & St. Lot @.; 
ease 19903: taunatoas aa & &. €. 109- 
113): p. 753. 

Globe Grain and Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 20166; corn (147 I. C. C., 532- 
534); p. 930. 

Gofnick, Morris, et al. vs. C. R. I. & P.; 
case 19747; carrots and parsley (146 I. C: 
C., 796- 798); p. 583. 

Gopher State ‘Canneries, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al; case 19646; tin cans Fw canned 
goods (147 I. C. C., 291-294); p. 

Goodwillie Green Box Co. vs. C. & St. P. 
et al.;.case 19825: lumber (144 a c. &s 125- 
127); p. 75. 

Grain and grain products and grain by-prod- 
ucts from points in Ind., Mich. and Ohio 
to St. 7? and E. St. poe I. & S. 3077 
(146 I. C., 530-533); 255. 

Grain jel products tom Kansas to Ark- 
— Kansas and Missouri; I. & S. 3073; 
Dp 

— and products, reste, to points in La. 

t L. S. W.3 I. & 8. 3004 (147 I. C. C., 
224- 226); p. 873. 

Grain and products between Kansas City 
group 1. and C. B. Q. stations. in 
Nebraska; I. and E. 3123 (148 I. C. C., 251- 
254); p. 1290. 


7, 


Grain and products from St. Louis to South- 
ern Ry. stations in Tenn.; I. and S. 3083 
(147 I. C. C., 3-6); p. 583. 

Grain and related articles aeeenan points in 
Kan., Neb., Okla. and Tex.; I. and S. 3062 
(146 I. c. c.,, 391-394); p. 182. 

Grain, routing of, between —— Tex, points 
and points on Rock Island; I. and S. 3115 
(147 I. C. C., 782-784); p. +658. 

Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. A. & W. 
et ag | case 16613, Sub. 1; potatoes; p. 815. 

Gross, A., & Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 19854; 
red oil ir I. C. C., 337-340); p. 930. 

Grove, M. J., Lime Co. vs. B. & O.; case 
20621; demurrage; p. 1410. 

Gulf Trading Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. & N. W. 
et al.; case 18401 (146 I. C. C., 317-322); 
logs, export; p. 187. 

Gutmann & Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 19111; 
quebracho and tanning extracts (147 I. C. 
C., 603-606); p. 999. 

Gwin, White & Prince, Inc., vs. G. N. et al.; 
a 20291; apples (147 Lc. C., 575-576); D. 

Hagerstown Chamber of Commerce > West. 
Md. et al.; case 12726; coal (147 I. C. C., 
463-479); p. 927. 

Halpern Bros. & Co., Inc. » ve. C. B. BR. of MR. 
P. et al.; case 20671; scrap copper (148 I. C. 
C., 340- 342); p. 1169. 

Hammersley "Manufacturing Co. vs. Erie et 
al.; case 16531; wood pulp (148 I. C. C., 47- 
53); p. 1169. 

Handy Chocolate Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
He — coating (146 I. C. C 213- 
17); p 

Hardaway Contracting Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
cone 20063; gravel (147 I. C. C., 169-170); p. 


Hardaway Contracting Co. vs. Chattahoochee 
Valley et al.; case 20051; crushing and mix- 
ing machinery; p. 1465. 

Hardee and Glaspie vs. T. & P.; case 20020; 
oil engine (147 I. C. C., 480-482); p. 930. 

Hay and straw from Kansas and Oklahoma 
to a. one eK I. & S. 3108 
(148 I. C. C., 94-96); p. 1111. 

Hay, straw, excelsior and other commodities 
between official aioe! and southern 
pote: I. and S. 3084 (146 I. C. C., 664-682); 

eary Marble Co. et al. vs 
case 19427; marble blocks sé * e Cc. wire 
417); p. 190. 

Heywood- Wakefield Co. vs. C. M. St. $ P. 
et al.; case 19941; theater chairs tat » Ge 
Cx 640- 642); p. 998. 

Hides, green, and sheep pelts; handling 
charges on, at Va., S. Atlantic and Gulf 
pees* east of Gulfport; I. and S. 3158; p. 

Hill-Lawson Co. vs. Y. & M. V. et al.; case 
19295; tomatoes; p. 1410. 

Hirsch "Lumber Co. et al. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 20404; lumber; p. 

Holland-St. Louis Sugar Co. vs. N. ¥. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 16455; sugar beets (147 
‘ & 665-668); p. 1059. 

——, Lumber & Fuel Co. vs. C. & A. 

t al.; case 18664; coal (146 I. C. C., 491- 
494); p. 315. 

Home Bulders’ 
al.; case = lum 
757); p. 1059 


Supply Co. vs. A. C. et 
her G47 i. Cc. C., vss. 


Hormel, George A., & Co. Cc. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 17310; oo (46 x Cc. ©, Bee 
282); R; = 

Howes, S. Co., Inc., vs. Lehigh Valley et 
al.; case 303335 coffee separators; p. 1465. 

Hudson Mfg. Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case a wood handlegrips and plugs 
(146 I. C. C., 635-636); p. 433. 

Hunter, me. B., Co. Va. N. Y. N. H. . H. et 
al.; case 19647; cocoa powder (147 I. C. C., 
439-440); p. 931. 

Hurst, B. F., et al. vs. Boise Valle 
_ et al.; ;: Bo 19031: class an 

ity (146 I. C., 625-627); p._ 316. 
aho eaineiah vs. O. S. L. et al.; case 

19459 (146 I. C. C., 168-170); class rates; p. 


Traction 
commod- 


187. 

Illinois intrastate rates; ease 11703; coal (146 
1, -&. 127-137); p. 130. 

Tllinois Supply Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 


— blocks (148 I. C. C., 273-275; 

Dp 

Independent Fruit Co. et al. vs. C. & A. et 
al.; case 19536; bananas; p. as 

Independent Sand Co. et al. A. T. &S 
F. et al.; case 19625; ana (44 Lc Cc, 
258-260); p. 189. 

Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Cc. & N. W., et al.; case 19328; ptineae pa- 
per, etc. (146 I. C. C., 507- 512); p. 257. 

Se Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
= ae . W. et al.; case 19328; toilet paper; 


1410. 

Individual Drinking Cup Co., Inc., vs. A. C. 
& Y. et al.; case 19810; paper cups (147 
:. ©. C., Gee -614); 998. 

International Agricultural Corp. vs. Seaboard 
Air Line et al.; case 20215; excavating ma- 
chinery (147 I. C. C., 699-700); p. 1060. 

International Paper Co. vs. B. R. & P. et al.; 
case 18471; coal (146 I. C. C., 59-92); p. 75. 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
A. & V. et al.; case 16845; cement; p. 694. 

Iola Cement Millis Traffic Association et al. 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 16845; also 16845 
(Sub. No. 1), Lehigh Portland Cement 
Company vs. Alexandria & Western et al.; 
16845 (Sub. No. 2), Lehigh Portland Cement 
Company vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; 


16845 (Sub. No. 3), Gulf States Portland 
Cement Company vs. Alabama _ Great 
Southern et al.; 16845 (Sub. No. 4), Atlas 
Portland Cement Company vs. Alexandria 
& Western et al.; 16845 (Sub. No. 5), Athee 
Portland Cement Company (of Kansas) y 
Alexandria & Western et al.; 16845 (Sub. 
No. 6), Atlas Portland Cement Company 
vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; 16845 (Sub 
No. 7), Texas Portland Cement Company 
vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; 16988, 
Oklahoma Portland Cement Company Vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; Fourth Sec- 
tion Application Nos. 462, 637 and tok of 
F. A. Leland, Agent; cement (766 5. C. C. 
585-602); p. 313. : 
Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. eg A. 
& V. et al.; case 18645; cement (147 I. Cc. 
C., 122-124); p. 1112. 
Iowa Commission vs. C. R. of N. J. 
case 15225; coal (146 I. sia ¢., 349- 353): . 
et al.; case 


255. 

Iowa y: Co. va. Cc. B..& Q. 

18158; also 17742, Palmolive Co. vs. A. T. & 
Ss. F. et al.; 17742 (Sub. No. 1), Swift & 
Co. “— Same; soap and related articles (144 
I. C. C., 168- 174); p. 186. 

Iron and steel articles from wir: - to 
Md. and Va.; 3 I. and S. 3084 (147 I. Cc. c 
17-19); p. 583 

Iron and steel “articles, restriction in rout- 
ing, from Steelton, Minn., to Sterling, Ill., 
and other — in connection with W. C. 
Bw. & M.; 1, and S. 3126 (147 L. C. C., 382- 
284); p. 873. 

Ittenbach, G., Co. vs. Big Four et al.; case 

meg building stone (146 I. C. C., 621-622); 


p. 3 

Jacksonville Traffic Bureau, Inc., et al. vs. 
T. & P. et al.; case 19790; dry "kiln outfits 
(146 I. C. C., 189-198); p. 130. 

James Manufacturing Co. vs. C. & N. be et 
al.; case 20304; - and elbows (147 I. C. 
C., 271-273); p. 873. 

Josiyn Mfg. & Supply Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 19357; wooden — pins (147 L 
Cc. C., 718-720); p. 1060 

Kanotex Refining Co vs. Midland Valley; 
case 17623; gasoline; p. 315. 

Kansas City Switching District, restriction 
in the limits of; I. and S. 3063 (146 z & €., 
= -440); switching of crushed rock; D. 

Kay Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. Ann Ar- 
bor et al.; case 19116; spring assemblies 
(147 I. C. C., 735-739); p. 1057. 

Keasby & Mattison Co. vs. A. C. L. et al. 
case 20223; lumber; p. 1349. 
Keathley, A. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 19589; 
bituminous rock (148 I. C. c., 119-122); 

Dp. 

Kelly, George D., Lumber Co. vs. St. Louis 
Southwestern et al.; ; case ie rough oak 
lumber (146 I. C. C., na 658); 377. 

Kelly, Weber & Co., Ltd., vs. T & N. O. 
et al.; case 20131; muriate of potash (148 
, €..C., 2-28): p. 1172. 

Kelly, William, Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 15841; coal (146 I. C. C., 479- 
487); p. 254. 

Kilpatrick, J. J., vs. A. T. & S. F. et &' 
case 20153; fence posts (146 I. C. C., 
748); p. 432. 

Kilpatrick, M. H., vs. Nickel eo: case 
tog L. wi demurrage (146 I. C. C., 218- 

Kissel Roter Car Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et 
al.; case 19302; combination basis (147 I. C. 
C., 319-324); a: 871. 

Knight- Luttrel | a Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case gg? scrap iron (147 I. C. C.,, 
721- 724); p. 1059. 

Knoxville ‘Freight Bureau et al. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 18676; roofing (146 I. C. C., 329- 
331); p. 191. 

Knoxv ile Freight Bureau et al. vs. Missouri 
Pacific et al.; case 20081; carbon black 
(147 I. C. C., 597-600); p. 999. 

Krause, Charles A., Milling Co. vs. B. & O. 
ene ; A] 17573; grain (146 I. C. C., 138- 

Lasabee Flour Mills Co. vs. Frisco et al.; 
ae grain (147 I. C. C., 706-708): 
p. : 

Larabee Flour Mills Corp. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 16506; also 16506 (Sub. 
No. 1), Frisco Elevator Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; 16506 (Sub-No. 2) Hodgson- eet 
Grain Co. vs. Same; 16506 (Sub-No. 3), 
Logan Brothers Grain Co. vs. Same; 16506 
(Sub-No. 4), Waggoner-Gates Milling Co. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. Fo ie —_ (Sub-No. 5), 
Parker Corn Co. & S. F. et al.; 16506 
~~ No. 6), C. o Williams Grain Go. vs. 

T. & S. F. et al.; 16506 (Sub-No. > 
a4 Lawless Grain Co. vs. A. T. & 8. 
et al.; 16506 (Sub-No. 8), ATR 
Milling Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
16506 (Sub-No. 9), Midland Flour Milling 
Co. vs. Same; 16506 (Sub-No 10), Domestic 
Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 16506 
(Sub-No. 11), Hoyland Flour Mills Co. et 
al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 16506 (Sub- 
No. 12), Dilts & Morgan et al. vs. Same; 
16506 (Sub-No. 13), Blaker Milling Co. et 
al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 16506 (Sub- 
No. 14), Boonville Mills Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; — + ec 15), Neosho 
Milling Co. vs. A. & S. F. et al.; 18488, 
J. C. Lysle Miliine Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
rm al.; Yea ve er? Milling & Grain 

o% eta rain (148 I. C. 
C., 5-20); p. 1229. > . 
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Larsson, A., et al. vs. A. & S. FP. et al. 
case 18140; second-hand aul (146 . & < 
449-454); p. 257. 

Ladd Lime & Stone Co. vs. rs A. L. et al.; 
= 20035; lime (147 I. C. C., 266-268); p. 

Lathrop-Marshall Grain Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 18705; corn (144 I. C. C., “227- 
232); p. 188. 

Lawrence Plywood Corp. vs. Can. Pac. et al; 
ae pa: lumber (147 I. C. C., 547-550); 


p. fi 
Leake & Goodlett Lumber Co. vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 20036); lumber (146 I. C. C,, 


231-234); p. 254. 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. C. & O. et 

al.; case 19996; cement (147 I. C. C., 263- 
265); p. 873. 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. A. & R. et 
al.; case 15806; cement (147 I. C. C., 303- 
304); p. 869 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 26755; cement; p. 1351. 

Lehmaier, Schwartz & Co. vs. Seaboard Air 
Line et al.; case 18410; lead-foil wrappers 
(147 I. C. C., 713-716); p. 1059. 

Light Grain & Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 20072; wheat flour, cornmeal 
and bran (146 I. C. C., 743-745; p. 433. 

Live stock, eastern, cases of 1926; Independ- 
ent Slaughterers’ Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
N. Y. C. et al.; case 16746; also 16844, Swift 
& Co. et al. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa 


Fe et al.; 16844 (Sub. No. 1), Wilson & Co., 
Inc., et al. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe et al.; 16844 (Sub. No. 2), New York 


Butchers’ Dressed Meat Company et al. vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al.; 16844 
(Sub. No. 3), Kimball & Colwell Company 
et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al.; 17411, 
Kennett-Murray Live Stock Buying Organi- 
zation et al. vs. Akron, Canton & Youngs- 
town et al.; 17411 (Sub. No. 1), Allied Pack- 
ers, Inc., et al. vs. Akron, Canton & 
Youngstown et al.; 17411 (Sub. No. 2), 
Louisville Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al.; and 
17411 (Sub. No. 3), Chicago Live Stock Ex- 
change et al. vs. Akron, Canton & Youngs- 
town et al. (144 I. C. C., 731-788); p. 252. 

Live stock, elimination of routes on, from 
Tex. to central and western points; I. and 
S. 3117; p. 1409. 

Livestock from Texas to Indiana; I. and S. 
3017; intermediate rule (146 I. C. C., 348- 
346); p. 182 

Lone Star Gas Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 17947 (146 I. C. C., 165-167); gas 
meters; p. 188. 

Lone Star Gas Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; case 
— iron pipe (147 I. C. C., 261-262); p. 


Lone Star Gas Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
~~ ‘eee gasoline (148 I. C. C., 81-84); 
p. a 


Los Angeles Soap Co. vs. A. T. & S. t a2; 
case 18861; cottonseed oil (144 I. C. Foe 335: 
242); p. 189. 


Louisiana Farm Bureau Federation, Inc., et 
al. vs. Louisiana Ry. & Nav. Co. et al; 
<7 18407; potatoes (146 I. C. C., 8-12); 
Pp. a2. 

Lousiana Farm Bureau Federation, Inc., vs. 

zn. & N.; case 19396; acid phosphate 
(147 I. c.. ” 437-438); p. 998. 

Ry Iron & Supply Co. vs. T. & P. et 
al.; case 19193; iron pipe (147 I. C. C., 231- 
232); p. 872. 

Luffman, W., & Son vs. Seaboard Air Line 
et al.; case 18276; corn top icing (147 I 
C. C., 600-602); p. 999. 


Lumber and other forest products from 
southern points to Covington and Newport, 
Ky.; I. and S. 3099 (147 I. C. C., 142-144); 


p. 754. 
Lumber from Fla. points to eastern terri- 
omy: I. and S. 3105 (147 I. C. C., 96-98); p. 


Lumber from Pacific Coast to Maryland Des- 
tinations on Hagerstown & Frederick; I. 
and S. 3068 (146 I. C. C., 599-601); p. 375. 

Lumber rates, intermediate application of, 
in Pacifie coast territory; I. and S. 3082 
(147 ©. ©. C., 18-18): wo. Ge. 

Lumber, Restriction in Combination Rule on, 
between Mississippi River Territory and 
Points West Thereof; I. and S. 3097 (146 I. 
C. C., 697-699); p. 432. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. N. & W. et al.; case 
20294; plate glass; p. aS 

Magee Carpet Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
4 : Cn 19393; wool (146 I. C. C., 281- 2825: 

Magnolia Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 19663; second-hand pine lumber 
(6 5. ©. &., 592- 595; > os 

Maljammar Oil Corp. vs. A. & S. t al.; 
coee 18587; pipe (147 I. co C., 577- F580): p 


Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau vs. B. + oO. 
et al.; case 18773: wooden doors (147 I. C. 
C., 546- 547); p. 997. 

Manville Jenckes Co. vs. cc. & 2... 0 a: 
~~ tire fabric (148 z. &. & 109- 114): 

Marshall- Jackson Company vs. A. C. L.; case 
20011; gravel (146 I. C. C., 733-734); p. 433. 

Marvil "Package Co. vs. Norfolk Southern et 
" i case 18307; logs (146 I. C. C., 689-690); 





Mason City Brick and Tile Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 16442; oils (148 I. C. C., 
266-268); p. 1290. 

Mason Fibre Co. vs. O. & N. 
~~ | eee pn (146 I. C. a Fuse See: 
p 

Mather Bros. vs. A. B. & A. et al.; case 
boy mixed furniture (147 I. C. C., 607- 

p. 

McCormick Warehouse Co. vs. P. R. R.; case 
15445; terminal services (148 I. C. C., 299- 
306); p. 1289. 

McFadden, Mark, vs. Director-General; case 
13289, Sub. No. 2; coal (146 I. C. C., 1-2); 


p. 130. 

McLeod Lumber Co. vs. Milltown Air Line 
et al.; case 18400 (146 I. C. C., 163-164); 
lumber; p. 188. 

Meat and packing house products from, to 
and between Southwestern and W. T. L. 
— I. and S. 2595 (147 I. C. C., 330-337); 
p. ; 

Meats and packing house products to, from 


and between W. L. points; I. and S. 
2595; p. 1410. 
Meats, fresh, and packing house products, 
— to Roanoke; I. & S. 3145; 
mesrchante’ and Manufacturers’ Traffic Bu- 
reau (Muskogee, Okla.) et al. vs. Ark. & 


La. Mo. et al.; case 19370 (146 I. C. C., 353- 
356); polished wire glass; p. 188. 

Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau 
et al. vs. K O. & G. et al.; case 19443; glass 
sand (146 I. C. C., 549- 554); p. 316. 

sa & Planters’ Plant Food Co. vs. 

L. & N. “ al.; case 20266; acid phosphate 
Ga i. C. 643- 645); p. 997. 

Meridian, Mize. Traffic Bureau vs. C. & G. 
et al.; case 19850; fruits and vegetables 
‘<7 i. ©. &., 300-302); p. 872. 

Meridian (Miss.) Traffic Bureau for Mer- 
chants’ Specialty Co. vs. G. M. & N. et al.; 
= 19988; salt (147 I. C. C., 525-528); p 


a. 

Mesa Orchard Co. vs. Oregon Short Line et 
al.; case 20323; apples, pears and peaches 
(147 I. C. C., 749-754); p. 1057. 

Middle Creek Coal Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 19799; coal (146 I. C. C., 93-100); 


p. 22. 

Midland Chemical Laboratories, Inc., vs. A. 
T, & S. F. et al.; case 19293; oil (148 I. C. 
C., 276-278); p. 1290. 

Mid-West Fruit Co. vs. C. C. & S. F. et al.; 
came, SOS: potatoes (147 I. C. C., 103-105); 
Dp 

Midwest Refining Co. et al. vs. Butte, Ana- 
conda & os et al.; case 18240; cedar 
poles (146 I. C., 607-608); p. 378. 

Milne Lumber Go Vs. Big Four; case 15408; 
also 16912, Same vs. D. & T. S. L. et al., 
and Sub. 'No., Same vs. D. G. H. & M. et 
al. (146 I. C. C., 332-342); lumber demur- 
rage; p. 188. 


Milne Lumber Co. vs. D. G. H. & M. et al.; 


case 18433; lumber demurrage (146 I. C, Cc. 
514-522); p. 315. 

Minneapolis A. 26. B. ot at. ve. A. 7%, $ 
S. F. et al.; case 19702; divisions (148 I 
a 37-44); p. 1112. 

Minnesota Potato Growers’ Exchange et al. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 19332; potatoes 
(147 I. C. C., 289-241); ’p. 871. 

Mistletoe Creameries et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 14717; butter (146 I. C. C., 347- 
348); p. 191. 

Mitchell-Rand Mfg. Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case Rar sealing wax (147 I. C. C., 66- 

Montzomery Ward & Co. et al. vs. A. & L. 


et al.; case 17615; catalogues (147 I. C. C., 
415- 420); p. 998. 

Munn, Griffin, & Co. vs. A. L.; case 19312; 
— herrings (144 I. oe c., "115- 116); p 

Murphy, Andrew, & Son, Inc., et al. vs. Ann 
rig et al.; case 19669; trucks (147 I. C. 

C., 449-451); p. 931. 

Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau for Florence 
Lumber Co. et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
19746; lumber (146 I. C. C., 463-469); p. 257. 

Musselman, C. H., Co. vs. Pennsy. et al.; 
case 20013; empty tin cans (146 I. C. C., 
735-738); p. 432. 

Nashville Grain Exchange vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 18884; hay (144 I. C. C., 667-670); p. 22. 

Nassau Lumber Co. et al. vs. Long Island; 
case 18357; demurrage (144 I. C. C., 267- 
272); p. 190. 

National Association of Hat Manufacturers, 
Inc., et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 18611; 
— and caps (158 I. C. C., 259-265); p. 

National Bellas Hess Co., Inc., vs. L. I. 
et al.; case 20184; catalogues (148 I. C. C., 
246-247); p. 1169. 

National Canners’ Assn. et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 17906; canned goods (147 I. C. 
C., 677-687); p 5. 

National Fertilizer Assn., Inc., vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al.; fertilizer; p. 131. 

— Mineral Water and Beverage Assn. 

B. 2 O. et al.; case 18969; old bottles 
U4 x. C., 298- 304); p. 258. 

National Seu Products Co. va. MN. Y. C. ct 
al.; case 18580; toliet paper and paper tow- 
els (146 I. C. C., 573-576); p. 315. 

National Pole Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
case 9971; poles and piling (144 I. C. C., 
541-566); p. 315. 

National Pole Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 9971; poles and piling transported on 


et al.; 





more than one car (144 I. C. C., 541-566); 


p. 376. 
National Stone Co. et al. vs. I. H. B. et al.; 
——. 19557, Sub. No. 1; sand and gravel; 


p. 22. 

National Supply Co. of Tex. vs. H. & T. C. 
et al.; case 19527; oil well supplies (147 I 
C. C., 488-490); p. 931. 

National Tube Co. vs. Director General; case 
18368; pipe (147 I. C. C., 559- goer p. 997. 
Needy, J., Co. et A "vs. + 2 ©.3 = 
are, sbedding charge (148 I. & C., 1-4); 

p. 

selma Simon, Co. vs. L. A. & S. L. et 
al.; case 19356; cattle (147 I. C. C., 793- 
796); p. 1111. 

Newport Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 18747; 
naphtha (147 I. C. C., 513-516); p. 996. 

Newport Rolling Mill Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 20079; spelter (146 I. C. C., 495- 
503); p. 255. 

New York Wire Cloth > vs. bmg 4 et al.; 


a 19863); wire (146 I. C. » 773-774); p. 
433. 
Nicoll, B., & Co., Inc., vs. B. & M. et al.; 


case 19047; cast iron pipe (148 1. C. C., 217- 
220); p. 1231. 

Norfolk Tallow Co. et al. vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case ~ wg tallow and grease (147 I. C. C.. 
542-545); 997. 

Norris Fertilizer Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
17056; acid phosphate; p. 1351. 

Northern W. Va. Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. 
P. R. R. et al.; case 11446; car distribution 
damage; p. 1409. 

Obermayer, S., & Co. et al. vs. Ana Arbor 
et al.; case "19186; graphite (147 I. C. C., 
646- 648); p. 997. 

O’Connor, R. E., et al. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 20365; bit. asphalt rock (148 I. C. C., 


327-328); p. 1351. 
Ogden Packing and og Co. vs. + .- 
& S. F. et al.; case 12482;°meat (147 I. C. 


C., 341-356); p. 929. 

Ohio F'arm Bureau Federation,et al. vs. A. 
& W. et al; case 15912; fertilizer (146 I. C. 
C., 419-428); p. 131. 

Ohio Match Go. vs. “with Southern et al.; 
cane 20530; matches (147 I. C. C., 709- 712): 

99. 

Oklahoma Commission_ vs. & S. 
case 14150; cottonseed oil lis s 4 
322); p. 1465. 

Oklahoma Traffic Assn. et al. vs. A. & V. et 
al.; case 16200 (also 20273, Magnolia Petro- 
leum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; denatured 
alcohol (147 I. C. C., 357-360); p. 930. 

Oklahoma Wheat Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 19212; grain (147 I. C. 
C., 114-116); p._ 754. 

Olean Sand & Gravel Corp. vs. Buffalo & 
Susquehanna et al.; case 19770; gravel 
(147 I. C. C., 688- 690); p. 1060. 

Oswego, City of" N. Y., vs. B. & O. . al.; 
case 17837; grain and products (146 I. C. 
C., 293- 308); p. 192. 

Owosso Mfg. Co. vs. M. - et al.; case 19260; 
window screens (147 I. C. C., 758-760); p. 


Ps al.; 
, 316- 


1060. 
Page & Hill Co. vs. C. ¢ a1; 
ae 20095; poles (146 c Cc. &§ toa 684): p. 


Paper, newsprint, from Lake Chars, La., 
to La. points; I. and S. 3005 (147 I % 2 Cc. 
746-748); p. 1058. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. U. P. 
case 16522; rig irons, etc. (146 I. C. c. t Be. 
490); . 258. 

Parkers urge Rig & Reel Co. vs. & O.; case 
16448; iron and steel (147 I. C. Pos 389- 390); 

99 


p. 8. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F.; case 19226; rig irons (147 I. C. C., 451- 
453); p. 930. 

Parkersburg Rig and Réel Co. vs. M. K. T. 
et 7 ; case 16482; tank material (148 I. C. 
C., 255-258); p. 1289. 

ponlien Gaulbert Co. of Ga. et al. vs. A. & 
W. P. et al.; case 18946; linseed oil (147 L 
C. C., 20-23); p. 693. 

Peddler cars, minimum charge on, used for 
packing house products from, to or be- 
tween Arizona, California and New Mexico; 
S and §S. 3118 (147 I. C. C., 761-766); p. 
1057. 

Petroleum and products, cancellation of 
ey | on, from points in Texas on K. 

M. & O. of Tex. to Ill. Term. Co. stations 
in Ill., when via Alton & Eastern; I. and S. 
3069 (146 I. C. C., 785); p. 483. 

Petroleum and products from Oklahoma pro- 

ducing points to El Paso; I. and 8S. 3167 


(148 I. C. C., 248-250); p. 1289. 
Philipp Brothers, Inc., vs. Long Island et 
al.; case 20424; cullet (147 I. C. C., 729- 


730); p. 1060. 

Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 14995; gasoline (148 I. C. C., 45- 
46); p. 1168. 

Pickrel Walnut Co. “, C. B. & Q.; case a 
walnut logs (146 I. C., 327-328); p. 257. 
Pillsbury Flour Mile Co. ‘vs. Chicago Great 
Western et al.; case 20103; wheat (147 I. 

C. C., 701-702); p. 1059 
Plunkett-Jarrell ‘Grocery Co. et al. vs. Santa 


Fe et al.; case 20044; salt; p. 1465. 
Pocahontas Tanning Co. vs. C. & O.; case 
20438; tanning extract; p. 1465. 
Portland Company vs. N. Y. N. < & H. et 


al.; case 20230; core sand (147 I. C. C., 615- 
616); 996. 

Portland Traffic and Transportation Assn. et 
al. vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R. & Nav. Co. et al.; 
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caee. ¢ epeed twine (146 I. C. C., 602- 

Portamneuth, O., Chamber of Commerce vs. 
N. & W.; case 19638; coal (147 I. C. C., 485- 
488); p. 931. 

Powers-Beggs Co. vs. Wabash; case 15198; 
fresh meat (146 I. C. C., 605-606); p. 316. 
Prairie Oil & Gas Co. vs. Big Four et al.; 
case 20129; wrought iron pipe (146 I. C. C., 

649-650); p. 432. 

Prairie Pipe Line Co. vs. Ark. Western et 
al.; case 15750; also other cases joined with 
4 oil well materials (146 I. C. C., 149-162); 


184. 

Ragland Coal Co. vs. Virginian et al.; 
14498; coal; p. 1111. 

Rags, etc., in bales; I. & S. 3101; classi- 
— ratings (148 I. C. C., 97-108); p. 

Railway Mail Pay; docket 9200 (144 I. C. C., 
675-727); p. 251. 

Raleigh Savings Bank & Trust Co. vs. A. C. 
L. et al.; case 20112; cotton (147 I. C. C., 
171-172); p. 873. 

Randall, A. L., Co. vs. A. B. & C. et al.; 
case 19932; magnolia leaves (144 I. C. C.. 


728- 12): 
Rauh, E., & Sons Fertilizer Co. vs. A. C. & 
case 15230; fertilizer (146 I. C. C., 


case 


Y. et al.; 
799-800); p. 583. 

Reparation on we gist p traffic; ex parte 88 
(144 I. C. C., 215-218); 181. 

Richards (o., Inc., vs. B. & M. et al.; case 
20351; lead ‘and copper ashes; p. a 51. 

Richmond Union Stock Yards % & O. et 
al.; ~— 19361; live stock (147 I & C., 235- 
238); p. 871. 

Riskin, & Son vs. Erie et al.; case 20427; 
coke (147 Lc... €., 2-8}: ».. 758. 

Robin Jones Phosphate Co. vs. L. & N. et 
oj case 20322; ground phosphate rock (146 

Cc. C., 653- 654); p. 377. 

Rock Island Chamber of Commerce Traffic 
Bureau et al. vs. B. & A. et al.; case 19261; 
go duck and drill (148 I. Cc. S., 63-66) : 
p 

Rodney Milling Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. al.; 
= 20132; grain (147 I. C. C., 569- 574): p. 

—_ Gorm, vs. Mo. Pac.; anes 16024 (146 

C. C., 308-311); road oil; p. 187. 
Roswell e201 iy Fy! Vs. -. T. & S. F. et 
; case cast iron e (146 I. - 
753-755); 432. —* sie 

Routing vie Hampton & Branchville, on 
traffic between C. F. A. and points on At- 
lantic Coast Line in South Carolina; I. and 
S. 3124; p. 1463. 

Russell, George, Reed Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 19990; a roller composition 
(146 I. C. C., 30- 32); 22. 

Rupert Milling Co. vs. %. S. L. et al.; case 
20522; alfalfa meal; p. 1410. 

Saco-Lowell Shops vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et 
al.; case 20428; core sand; p. 1410. 

St. Louis Coke & Iron Corp. vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 19699; pig iron (148 I. C. C., 221- 
226); p. 1231. 


Salt cake, C. L., imported, from Portland to 
Howland, Me.; I. & S. 3090 (146 I. C. CG., 
475-477); p. 257. 

Saniwax Paper Co. vs. Union Ry. Co. et al.; 
case 20210; paper wrappers (148 I. C. Cc. 
75-77); p. 1169. 

Scharff-Koken Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 19491; fibreboard boxes (147 
a © C., 785-788); p. 1060. 

Schmied Coal & Lumber Co. vs. Director- 
General; hg 13289, Sub. 4; coal (146 I. C. 
c., 1-9); 130. 

Scott County Milling Co. et al. vs. Butler Co. 
R. R. et al.; case 16328; also three Sub. 
numbers; coal (146 I. C. C., 559- gh p. 375. 

— Concrete Pipe Co. vs. St. Ss. W. 
et al.; case 54; sewer pipe ite 1 
534-548); p. 191. — * oe 

Sheffield Steel Corp. vs. M. K. 


T r 
19690; “Ss 
1112 


; ; case 
ingot molds (148 I. C. C., 31-36); p. 


Sherman Oil Mill vs. Rock Island et al.; case 
ees; cottonseed (146 I. C. C., 659-660); p. 


78 
Shoe Polish Manufacturers’ Assn. of Amer- 


ica va. N.Y. N. H. & HH. 


et al.; case 
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1237, 1294, 1358, 1416. 

Investment, total, in railroads; p. 106. 

Jardine, Secy.; annual report; p. 1240. 

Jenkins, J. Caldwell; men in transportation; 


p. 104. 
Jester, W. B., rates in the South; Bs 794. 
Jones-White shipping bill; pp. 46, 908. 
Journal of Commerce, N. Y.; drifting rail 

policy; p. 177. 

Jute, burlap and bagging; rates on, etc.; p. 

387 (see also under Shipping Board). 

Kelly, E. A.; man in transportation; p. 222. 
Kidd, W. G.; president, Birmingham Traffic 

Club; p. 726. 

Kentucky classification complaint; pp. 691, 701. 
Knowlton, D. W.; men in transportation; p. 

154. 

Labor matters, 


railroad, Board of Mediation, 


statistics, etc.; pp. 110, 220, 340, 400, 404, 
454, 410, 564, 624, 636, 790, 844, 1108, 1312, 
1348. 

Lake cargo coal rates; pp. 70, 71, 134, 270, 311, 


324, 398, 593, 648, 939, 1055, 1239, 1347, 1408, 
1471. 

Lead pipe, rates on; p. 203. 

Legal departments of Government; consolida- 
tion of; pp. 1287, 1300. 

Legislation, railroad; pp. 1054, 1194, 1226, 1326, 
1302, 1314, 1346, 1348, 1406, 1434, 1478, 1480 
(see also under Editorial). 

Lewis, Commissioner E. I1.; possibility for 
Hoover cabinet; p. 1108; men in transporta- 
tion; p. 1484. 

Licorice, Lionel; quartermaster; p. 
1165. 

Lift trucks for intraplant hauling; p. 960. 

Livestock, rates on, etc.; pp. 179, 203, 540, 581, 
643, 652, 703, 882, 935, 1408, 1466. 

Livingston, C. A.; the guaranty myth; p. 595. 
Loading of revenue freight; pp. 52, 104, 152, 
178, 292, 334, 402, 444, 482, 536, 594, 654, 706, 
778, 814, 888, 954, 1016, 1056, 1110, 1186, 1238, 
1314, 1428, 1477. 
Loans to carriers 
1301, 1358. 
Locklin, D. P.; 

p. 1328. 

Longview, Wash., railroad service; p. 282. 

Loree, L. F.; on inland waterways; p. 1189. 

Loree directorship case (see Directors, Inter- 
locking). 

Los Angeles passenger terminal case; pp. 127, 
331, 826, 882. 

Los Angeles, port of; p. 1254. 


Vestris 


(see also securities); pp. 


book on railroad regulation; 





LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. 
¥v. & B&B. BR. Co. 


p. ‘ 
Arnold, A., Sons Transfer & Storage Co. vs. 
Weisiger et al. (Ky.); p. 144 


Aronstein vs. N. CH. “T.3¢ 


Araje iy Pennsylvania R. R. Co. (N. } # F 
. 1422. 

Pg T. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Krow (Okla.); 
p. 1007. 

Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. vs. J. H. 


Walker Co. (Ga.); 
Atlantic Coast Line vs. 

(Fla.); p. 772. 
Blaisdell vs. American Ry. 


(N. D.); p. 593 
I. Ry. Co. (Ind.); p. 79. 


p. 327. ; 
Wauchula Growers 


Express Co. 


Bruner vs. C. & E. 

Cc. & O. Ry. vs. Martin (Va.); p. 272. 

Crane, Hayes & Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
zx. &. Ge. Tt. F.3%_9. Fee. 

Erie R. R. Co. vs. Bender Streibig & Co. 
(Ohio); p. 1121. 

Fry 7. American Ry. Express Co. (N. J.); 


Dp. 4 
Galveston, H. & S. A. Ry. Co. vs. Tullis 
(Tex.); p. 593. : 
Houston E. & W. T. Co. et al. vs. Southern 
Pine Lumber Co. (Tex.); p. 40. 
Houston & T. C. R. R. Co. vs. 
Grain Co. (Tex.); p. 1471. 

Kelly et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
(Kan.); p. 1177. 

Lux, S. E., Mercantile Co. vs. Jones et al. 
(Ark.); p. 40. 

— ‘-" <n S. S. Co., Inc. (Fed. 

3s De 

Meteor Products Co. vs. Societe D’Electro 
Chemie et D’Electro Metallurgie et al. 
(Mass.); p. 144. ° 

Morrow et al. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. (Mo.); 


>. Ter 
ea American Ry. Express Co. (Mo.); 
p. , 


Clement 









































































































































































































































































































































































































































Ryan vs. C. M. & St. P. (S. D.); p. 774. 

St. Louis San Francisco Ry. Co. vs. Ozark 
White Lime Co. (Ark.); p. 9 

So. Pac. Co. vs. Potter (Fed. Ct.); p p. 392. 

Star pte a). oe et al. vs. Carolina & 

Turner Okla. Co. vs. Sow Cab & Baggage 
Co. (Okla.); p. 937. 

a States vs. Great Northern (Fed. Ct.); 


40. 
Walworth Bros., Inc. vs. Guisin (R. I.); p. 


— Cherian. J. ee Co., eee vs. Central 
R. ’ p. . 
oe ae Tolegon Co. vs. Trinidad 
Bean & Elevator Co. (Colo.); p. 203. 
Wholesale Coal Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. Co. 
(W. Va.); p. 1177. 





Lumber, shipments of, rates on, etc.; pp. 104, 
160, 164, 232, 249, 340, 404, 498, 550, 608, 672, 
728, 790, _ 1018, 1070, 1192, 1208, 1298, 1299; 

Macomber, os G.; Detroit to Pacific by water; 
p. 4 

Mail pay, railway; p. 320. 

a L. R.; what’s wrong with the I. C. C.? 
p. 3 

Marine insurance; p. 276. 

—_ Cc. C., and Philadelphia subway; 
Pp. a 

MeVann, E. S.; a blow to vanity; p. 866. 

Meats and packinghouse products; rates on, 
etc.; pp. 136, 138, 164, 705, 1022. 

Medals of honor, awards of; pp. 481, 1148. 

Men in transportation; biographical sketches 
with portraits; pp. 104, 154, 222, 282, 722, 
842, 867, 956, 1080, 1204, 1248, 1484. 
Merchant Marine Conference at Chicago; p. 

: 50. 

Mexican war veterans; p. 1227. 

Meyer, B. H.; men in transportation; p. 956. 

——e A.; C. N. S. & M. hearing; 


Mitier, F. H.; inland waterways; p. 598. 

Minimum rate power; legislation, etc.; p. 250. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis receivership; p. 593; 
precedence of creditors; p. 1347. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS 


A. B. C. Independent Oil & Gasoline Co. et 
al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 14953; effective 
date postponed; p. 

Albert Lea Packing Co. vs. Milwaukee et at.: 
case 18965; case reopened; p. 1114. 

Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 18490: case reopened; p. 1416. 

American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al.; case 18763; 
case reopened; p. 1236. 

American Distilling Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al.; case 17329; effective date postponed; 
pp. 268, 1176. 

American Sugar Refining Co. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al.; case 17427; order mod- 


ified; p. 24. 

Anderson, Embry E., et al. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al; case 19454; effective date 
postponed; p. 320; order modified; p. 702. 

Apalachian Power Co. vs. Norfolk & West- 
ern; case 17400; case reopened; p. 879. 

Armour Fertilizer Works et al. vs. Akron, 
Canton & Youngstown et al.; case 19901; 
order modified; pp. 540, 1114. 

Atlas Metal Works et al. vs. Akron, Canton 
& Youngstown et al.; case 14404; case re- 
opened; p. 879. 

Augusta Colton Exchange vs. Georgia & 
—" case 16527; case reopened; p. 

Austin Powder Co. vs. Wheeling & Lake 
a] et al.; case 18464; case reopened; p. 
117 


Bailey, W. J., Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18748; case reopened; p. 1176. 

Barge & Rail Rates to and from southwest- 
7 eae case 9898; order modified; 
p. e 

Barrett & Co. vs. Director-General et al.; 
case 12550; order modified; p. , 

Barschi, H., & Son et al. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al.; ; case reopened; p. 1114. 

Beaman Elevator Co. vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al.; case 19106; order modified; 
Bo effective date postponed; pp. 135, 

Birch Valley Lumber Co. vs. Stroud Creek 
& Muddlety et al.; case 19191; effective 
date postponed; pp. "97, 1176. 

Blue Ridge Tale Co., Inc., vs. Cincinnati, 
New Orleans & Texas Pacific et al.; case 
reopened; case 19991; p. 1293. 

Bussey, James o, Jr., trustee, vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al.; case 18863; case re- 
opened; p. 1416. 

Butler Mfg. Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
17683; case reopened; p. 193. 

Canadian Oil Co. vs. L. & N. et al; ; case 
15966; order revised; p. 30. 

Certainteed Products’ Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 13869; order modified; p. 879. 

Chase & Co. vs. Atlantic Coast ‘Line et al.; 
case 18820; case reopened; p. 878. 

Chautaqua & Erie Grape Growers’ Co-op- 

erative Association et al. vs. Erie et al.; 

case 20141; order modified; p. 430. 
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Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 9977; order modified; p. 1293. 
Chicago Mica Co. et al. vs. Chicago & East- 
ern Illinois et al.; case 18628; case re- 

opened; p. 879. 

Cliquot Club Co. et al. vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al.; case 18207; effective date post- 
poned; p. 639. 

Coal, Interstate Rates on, to East St. Louis, 
Ill.; case 18183; case reopened; p. 

Colorado Commission vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 16613; order modified; p. 1236. 

Crerar, Clinch Coal Co. vs. Ann Arbor et 
al.; case 16699; case reopened; p. 1236. 

Crook, Son & Co., vs. Pere Marquette et al.; 
case 18859; case reopened; p. 1176. 

Dillman Ege Case Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 16930; order modified; p. 371. 

Duluth eee of Commerce vs. c. BR. BR. 
of N. J. et al.; case 15823; order modified; 
pp. 193, 490, 818, 992, 1114. 

Du Pont, De Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. Bal- 
timore & Ohio et al. $ case 16938; case re- 
opened; p. 1176. 

Eagle Tatken Oil Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 17485; case reopened; p. 320. 

East Rochester Association vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio et al.; case 19413; effective date 
postponed; p. 701; case reopened; p. 878 

Edgerton Manufacturing Co. vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al.; case 18911; case re- 
opened; p. 1176. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Illinois Central 
at case 18426; order modified; pp. 702, 

Fitchburg Gas & Electric Light Co. vs. Bos- 
ton & Maine et al.; case 19153; effective 
— postponed; p. 1293; case reopened; p. 


Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. Louis- 
ville & Nashville et al.; case 15865; ef- 
fective date postponed; D. 371. 

Florida Commission vs. "Aberdeen “& Rock- 
fish et al.; case 16939; effective date post- 
poned; p. 540; order modified; p. 639; case 
reopened; p. 1416. 

Fredonia Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 17854; case reopened; 
p. 1062. 

Georgia Commission vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line; case 18364; order modified; pp. 589, 
992, 1294. 

Gillaspie, J. W., vs. Nashville, Chattanooga 
& St. Louis et al.; case 19903; order modi- 
fied; p. 1176. 

Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. Chicago 
& North Western et al.; case 15824; case 
reopened; p. 11142. 

Grasselli Powder Co. vs. Akron, Canton & 
Youngstown et al.; case 15924; case re- 
opened; p. 1176. 


Haydite Co. vs. Burlington et al.; case 18949; 
case reopened; p. 1176 


Haydite Co. vs. Gulf, Mobile & Northern 
et al.; case 19649; effective date postponed; 


p. 24. 

Hinde & Dauch Paper Co. vs. Big Four et 
al.; case 14865; case reopened; p. 879. 

Hohenberg, M., & Co. et al.; vs. Atlanta & 
West Point et al.; case 19554; case re- 
opened; p. 194. 

Hollingshead, J. D., Co. vs. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al.; case 14020; order modified; 
p. 1176. 

Hope Fertilizer Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al.; case 17792; case reopened; p. 878. 
Hormel, George A., Co. vs. Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul et al.; case 17310; order 

modified; pp. 490, 992. 

Idaho Commission’ vs. Oregon Short Line 
et al.; case 19459; order modified; p. 589. 

Illinois Steel Bridge Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18706; case reopened; p. 136. 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Association et al. 
vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; case 
16845; effective date postponed; p. 

Iowa Commission vs. Central Railroad of 
New Jersey et al.; case 15225; order mod- 
ified; pp. 639, 589. 

Iowa Soan Co. vs. Burlington et al.; case 
18158; effective date postponed; p. 430. 

Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. Chicago & North Western et al.; case 
19696; case reopened; p. 1416. 

Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 14087; order modi- 
fied; p. 320. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et 
al.; case 18136; effective date postponed; 


Pp. : 

Kansas City Structural Steel Co. et al. vs. 
A, " et al.; case 17823; case reopened; 
p. 


Klipstein, E. C., & Sons Co. vs. Central 
Railroad of New Jersey et al.; case re- 
opened; p. 1113. 

Kurdle, T. J., Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al.; case 17933; order modified; p. 320. 
Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio et al.; case 18773; effective 
date postponed; pp. 490, 590, 818; case re- 

opened; p. 879. 

Marion Machine, Foundry & Supply Co. vs. 

;? Four et al.; case 17126; case reopened; 


p. 934. 
Marvill Packing Co. vs. Norfolk Southern 
et al.; case 18307; case reopened; p. 6. 
McCormick Warehouse Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 15445; case reopened; p. 1113. 
Meats and packing-house products, to, from 
Southwestern and Western Trunk Line 


points; case I. & S. 2595; order modified; 
pp. 430, 1062. 

Memphis Freight Bureau United States Beq. 
ding Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 17962; 
effective date postponed; page 589. 

Memphis Southwestern investigation: case 
9702; case reopened; pp. 818, 934. 

Merchants & Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau 
vs. Arkansas & Louisiana, Missouri et a],; 
case 19378; effective date postponed; p. 


Merchants & Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureay 
et al. vs. Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf et al.: 
case 19443; case reopened; p. 1415. 

Morris, W. Cc. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 
17580; case reopened; p. 193. 

Nashville Grain Exchange vs. Louisville &@ 
Nashville et al.; case 18884; effective date 
postponed; p. 372; case reopened; p. 1416. 

National Association of Upholstered Furni- 
ture Manufacturers vs. Ann Arbor et al. 
case 14827; effective date postponed; 77. 

National Fertilizer Assn., Inc., vs. fm 
Canton & Youngstown et al.; case 20235: 
effective date postponed; p 

National Mineral Water & Spoverese Asso- 
ciation vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al.; case 
18969; effective date postponed; p. 639. 

National Paper Products Co. vs. New York 
Central et al.; case 18580; effective date 
postponed; p. 639. 

National Slag Co. vs. Boston & Albany et 
al.; case 15216; effective case postponed; 
p. 266; order modified; pp. 490, 702. 

National Supply Co. vs. C. C. C. St. L. et 
al.; case 19070; case reopened; p. 194. 

Newman, Simon, Co. vs. Los Angeles & Salt 
Lake et al.; case 19356; effective date mod- 
ified; p. 1416. 

Newport Rolling Mill Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
gene 20079; effective date postponed; D. 

New York Insulated Wire Co. vs. New 
Haven; case 18119; order modified; p. 702. 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. 
Ahnapee & Western et al.; case 15912; ef- 
fective date postponed; pp. 540, 1114. 

Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. Alabama 
& Vicksburg et hg case 16988; effective 
date postponed; "$92 

Oswego, i ih City. of, vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al.; case 17037; efipctive date postponed; 
p. 590; case reopened; 78. 

Pacific ‘Portland Comet: Co. Consolidated 
vs. Western Pacific et al.; case 18909; case 
reopened; p. 1176. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Rock Island 
et al.; case 14760; case reopened; p. 701. 
Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Rock Island 
et al.; case 18646; case reopened; p. 1358. 
Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. St. Louis- 
San Francisco et al.; case 13506; order 

modified; p. 24. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al; case 17212; case reopened; p. 193. 
Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 18697; case reopened; p. 193. 
Peaslee-Gaulbert Co. of Georgia et al. vs. 
Atlanta & West Point et al.; case 18946; 

case reopened; p. 1235. 

Pecos Valley Lumber Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al. — 19809; effective date postponed; 
p. a 

Perry Iron Co. vs. New York Central; case 

17444; order modified; p. 6. 

Peters- ‘Duncan, Ltd., et al. vs. Delaware, 
Maryland & Virginia et al.; case 18176; 
case reopened; p. 934. 

Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
eeee 14995; effective date postponed; p. 

Potomac Electric Power Co. et al. vs. Ches- 
apeake & Ohio et al.; case 18641; effective 
en Seen pp. 135, 320; ‘reopened; 
p. ; 

Ragland Coal Co. vs. Virginian et al.; case 
14498; case reopened; pp. 701, 1062. 

Rauh, E., & Sons Fertilizer Co. vs. Akron, 
Canton’ & Youngstown et al.; case 15230; 
case reopened; p. 490. 

Rodney Milling Co. et al. vs. St. Louis-San 
Francisco et al.; case 20132; effective date 
modified; p. 1416. 

Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. vs. Santa 
pad et al.; case 16451; case reopened; p. 

Snyder, Henry, vs. Erie et al.; case 18876; 
case reopened; p. 1416. 

Southern Kansas Grain & Grain Products 
Association vs. Rock Island et al.; case 
17159; order modified; pp. 702, 878. 

Southern Class Rate nvestigation; case 
13494; order modified; p. 590. 

Southern Glass Co. vs. Galveston, Harris- 
burg & San Antonio; case 17409; case re- 
opened; p. 1416. 

Southern Roads Co. vs. Galveston, Harris- 
burg & San Antonio et al.; case reopened; 


Pp. 14. 

Southwestern Milling Co., Inc., vs. Rock 
eg A et al.; case 19353; case reopened; 
dD 

Southwestern Milling Co., Inc., vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 16729; order modified; p. 770. 

Spreckels Savage Tire Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
" ; case 15710; effective date postponed; 


Standard Gypsum Co. vs. —. Pacific et 
al.; case 18693; case reopened; 1176. 

Standard Paine Co. et al. vs. Kiabame & 
Vicksbur rs. et al.; case 11203; effective date 
postponed; p. 371; order modified; p. 879. 
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Stickell, D. A., & Sons, Inc., vs. Western 
Maryland et al; case 18598; case re- 
opened; p. 879. 

Summers Fertilizer Co., Inc., vs. Canton et 
i case 18724; order modified; pp. 194, 
490. 

Taylor Produce Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 17128; effective date postponed; p. 268. 

Treyz, G. H., & Co. et al. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al.; case 19054; order modified; p. 
702; case reopened; p. 818. 

Turnes-Oklahoma Co. et al. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line,.et al.; case 15545; order modi- 
fied; p. 639. 

Turpentine & Rosin Producers’ Assn. Vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; case 15543; 
case reopened; p. 135. 

United Iron Works vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
17594; case reopened; p. 193. 

U. S. Bedding Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
Re order modified; p. 1114. 

Ss. Steel Products Co. et al.; case 11214; 
+ reopened; pp. 1113, 1130. 

Utah Shippers’ Traffic Association vs. Ore- 
gon Short Line et al.; case 19303; effective 
date modified; p. 1358. 

Wagegoner- -Gates Milling Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 16078; order modified; p. 1293. 

Western Carolina ‘Shippers’ Association et 
al. vs. Asheville Southern et al.; case 
19898; case reopened; p. 1416. 

West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio et al.; case 14883; order mod- 
ified; p. 430. 

Winding Gulf Colliery Co. et al. vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio et al.; case 14831; case re- 
a: p. 701; order modified; pp. 590, 
1 

Wollf, Charles, Packing Co. vs. Arkansas 
Western et al.; case 15474; effective date 
postponed; -p. 490; case reopened; p. 1462. 

Woodward & Son vs. Southern et al.; case 
19812; case reopened; p. 1416. 

Wrought Washer Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Pere Marquette et al.; case 17640; effective 
date postponed; p. 135. 

Wythe Hardware & Manufacturing Co. et 

al. vs. Alton & Eastern et al.; case 18554; 

case reopened; p. 1236 


Misbilling; pp. 127, 146, 772, 937. 


MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS. 


American Motor Coach System, Inc. vs. City 
of Philadelphia (Fed. Ct.); p. 1471. 

Anthony Bros. vs. Bank of Sebastopol, et. 
al. (Miss.); p. 1121. 

Armour Grain Co. vs. Companie General 
Transatlantique (N. Y.); p. 330. 

Armstrong, Robert S., & Bros. Co. vs. Row- 
land (Ala.); p. 1422. 

Artesia Alfalfa Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (N. Mex.); p. 1178. 
Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western vs. Mag- 
nolia Provisions Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 38. 
Big Bend Auto Freight et al. vs. Ogers 

ash.); p. 825. 

Bond Lumber Co. vs. Timmons (Milk River 
Motor Co.); p. 79. 

Brooklyn Eastern Dist. Terminal vs. United 
States et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1422. 

Campbell vs. Eldridge et ‘al. (Iowa); p. 390. 

Campbell Coal .. Coke Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
P. Co. Ca.) 79. 

=e . —~ Cotlector vs. Groh & S. W. 

ex 

Carleton Mintne & Power Co. vs. West Vir- 
ginia Northern R. R. Co. (W. Va.); p. 1298. 

Central R. R. Co. of N. J. Ry H. H. Linea- 
weaver Co. (Fed. Ct.); 656. 

oa. City of, vs. Webster (Mich.); p. 


Endres vs. Mara-Rickenbacker Co. (Mont.); 


p. 79. 

Florida Commissioners ese Jackson Terminal 
Company (Fla.); p. 

Galveston, H. & ss y Co. vs. Webster 
Co. et al. (Tex.); p. 881. 

Granville & Newark Motor Service, Inc. vs. 
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
(Ohio); p. 546. 

Greenslade Oil Co. vs. 
Corp. (Mo.); p. 146. 

—s Heater Mfg. Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & 
H. R. R. Co. (Mass.); p. 1067. 

Hi-Ball Transit Co. vs. Railroad Commis- 
sion of Texas (Fed. Ct.); p. 705. 

Huffman et al. vs. City of Columbia et al. 
(S. C.); p. 772. 

Iowa Motor Vehicle Assn. et al. vs. Board 
= Teeroad Commissioners et al. (Iowa); 

Lake Shore Electric Ry. Co. vs. Public Utili- 
ties Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 330. 

Minerva-Canton Transit Co. vs. Public Utili- 
ties Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 204. 

National Radiator Co. vs. Pennsylvania R. R. 
Co. (N. 5); p. 1067. 

x. 2. & M, Co. vs. Central New England 
Ry. Co. ion. ); D 


Roxana Petroleum 


North Carolina Gemudaaen vs. Southern 
C.); p. 1298. 
Noeth River Denney 


Transp. Co. vs. 
(Wash.); p. 1471. 
Northern ‘nme. Co. vs. Railroad Commis- 
sion of Wisconsin. (Wis.); p. 370. 
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Jackson Fertilizer Co. vs. Atlanta, Birmins- 
ham & Coast et al.; p. 1353. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al.; case 21142; p. 1468. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. C. M. St. P. & 
P. et al.; case 20772; p. 1353. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau, H. L. Ruoff, vs. 
Alabama, Tennessee & Northern et al.; 
case 20620; p. 538. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
case 19481; p. 821. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau for Clifford Water- 
house vs. C. & A.; case 20618; p. 1064. 

Jersey Cereal Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 20628; p. 1353. 

Jewel Co., Inc., vs. Missouri Pacific et al.; 
case 19989; p. 380. 

Justice, Charles B., Co. vs. Holton Inter- 
urban et al.; case 20139; p. 488. 

Kansas Gas Belt Manufacturers’ Assn. VS. 
Same; case 15628; p. 1413. 

Karr, James P. vs. Louisville & Nashville 
et al.; case 20758; p. 589. 

Kentucky Mine Supply Co. et al. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 20172; p. 380. 

Keokuk Traffic Bureau et al. vs. C. B. & Q.; 
case 21016; p. 11738. ; 

Kieckheler Container Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 20521; p. 260. 

Kilmer, Bert, vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
20661; p. 1004. 

Kokomo Steel & Wire Co. vs. Michigan 
Central et al.; case 20612; p. 437. 

Kraft Cheese Co. vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al.; case 20834; p. 1354. 

Kraft Cheese Co. vs. Los Angeles & Salt 
Lake et al.; case 20119; p. 1004. 

Krauss Brothers Lumber Co. vs. Director 
General et al.; case ng oF 488. 

Krupp Foundry Co. vs. Reading et al.; case 
19062; p. 1414. 
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Lake Region Cooperative Ege *. Poultry 
Association vs. C. St. P. M. & O. et al.; 
case 20863; p. 1117. 

Lawton Glass Sand Co. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al.; case 21036; p. 1233. 

Leach, C. E. vs. Oregon-Washington Rail- 
— Navigation Co. et al.; case 20584; 

4 


Lees, James, & Sons Co. vs. Reading; case 


Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio et al.; case 20755; p. 197. 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. Chesapeake 
& Ohio et al.; case 21078; p. 1004. 
Leonard, Crosset & Riley, Inc., et al. vs. 
Aransas Harbor Terminal et al.; case 
20337; 5 1063. 

Lewis, F. J., Mfg. Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio; 
case 20916; p. 642. 


Lewis, F. J., Manufacturing Co. vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio; case 20994; p. 1064. 

Liberty Cooperage & Lumber Co. vs. Penn- 
sylvania et al.; case 20680; p. 1414. 

Locomotive Engineers et al. vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al.; case 20247; p. 1293. 


Logan-Long Co. vs. Atlanta & West Point 
et al.; case 20755; p. 197. 

Lone Star Gas Co. et al. vs. Chicago, Rock 
Island & Gulf et al.; case 20331; p. 641. 


Lone Star Gas Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
19803; p. 641. 

Longhart Supply Co. et al. vs, Chicago, 
Rock Island & Gulf et al.; case 20659; 
p. 1002. 

Louisiana Iron & Supp ly Co. vs. Missouri- 


Kansas-Texas et al.; case 20580; p. 486. 

Lowry Fruit Co. et al. vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al.; case 20056; p. 642. 

Luzerne Paper Corp. vs. New Haven et al.; 
case 20140; p. 380. 

McCrary, J. » @ Engineering Corp. vs. 
board Air Line et al.; case 21076; p. 

McGahey, T. B., vs. Southern et ‘al.; 
20847; p. 287. 

McHenry-Millhouse Mfg. Co., Inc. vs. New 
York, Ontario & Western et al.; case 
10448; p. 589. 

McInnis Chevrolet Co. vs. Louisiana Railway 
& Navigation Co.; case 20290; p. 588. 

Manistee & Northeastern vs.’ Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 20540; p. 1415. 

Martin-Nash Motor Co. vs. C. M. 
et al.; case; 15689; p. 876. 

Mathieson Alkali Works vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al.; case 19640; p. 1063. 

Memphis-Southwestern Investigation; rates 
— Mississippi points; case 9702; p. 
133. 

Menasha Printing & Carton Co. vs. A. C. & 
Y.; case 21271; p. 1064. 

Menasha Printing & Carton Co. vs. Chicago 
& _— Western et al.; case 20653; p. 
1353. 

Merrimac Paper Co. vs. Boston & Maine; 
case 20183; p. 380. 

Merwin Mfg. Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al.; 
case 20848; p. 1415. 

Miami Laundry Co. vs. Florida East Coast 
et al.; case 20833; p. 1001. 


Michigan Silo Co. et al. vs. Boston & Albany 


Sea- 
1235. 
case 


& St. P. 


et al.; case 20709; p. 1468. 

Miller Brothers 101 Ranch et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 20244; p. 1467. 

Milliken Brothers’ Mfg. Co., Inc., vs. Penn- 


sylvania; case 20523; p. 1064. 

Milne Lumber Company vs. New York Cen- 
tral et al.; case 17552; p. 489. 

Miner Lumber Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 20502; 933. 

Minnesota Va ley Canning Co. vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 20504; p. 642. 


Mississippi-Warrior Service; United States 
War Department, Inland Waterways Vs. 


—_ & Southern et al.; case 11893; 
p. 1 5 

Missouri Portland Cement Co. vs. Illinois 
Central; case 21027; p. 1233. 

Montello Granite Co. vs. Soo Line; case 


19910; p. 133. 
Muller, E. B., & Co. vs. 
et al.; case 19451; p. 197. 


Pere Marquette 


Murphy, F. S., Lumber Co. vs. Denver & 
~~ Grande Western et al.; case 20831; 
p. bo 

Mutual Cotton & Oil Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe 


et al.; case 20243; p. 585. 

Nash Finch Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
20521; 260. 

Negheties’ (Ga.) Traftic Bureau vs. Ga. & Fla. 

et al.; case 20314; p. 1413. 

National Concrete Metal Forms Corp. vs. 
Louisville & Nashville; case 20854; p. 538. 

National Cottonseed Products Corp. et al. 
vs. m7 Louis-San Francisco; case 21170; 
p. : 

National Knitted Outerwear Association vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al.; case 
20790; p. 1002. 

National Screw Mfg. Co. vs. New York, Chi- 
cago & St. Louis; case 16808; p. 697. 

National Show Case Co. vs. Seaboard Air 
Line et al.; case 18983; p. 1064. 

National Steel Barrel Co. vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al.; case 20346; p. 488. 

Newbauer, J. H., & Co. et al. vs. North- 
western Pacific et al.; case 18527; p. 487. 

New a Board of Commerce ‘vs. At- 
ne * West Point et al.; case 19788; p. 


Newson & McLeod vs. Florida East Coast 
et al.; case 20609; p. 821. 


case 





Norcross Marble Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al.; case 20466; p. 487. 

Norfolk- Portsmouth Freight Traffic Com- 
mission vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al.; 
case 19771; p. 1467. 

North American Creamery Co. vs. American 
Ry. Express Co. et al.; case 18955; p. 1235. 


Northern Indiana Brick Co. vs. Big Four 
et al.; case 21139; p. 1354. 
Southern 


North State Creosoting Co. vs. 
et al.; case 20646; p. 589. 


Northwest Arkansas Freight Bureau _ vs. 
—— City Southern et al.; case 19820; 
p. 25. 


Northwest Engineering Co. vs. Seaboard Air 
Line et al.; case 20823; p. 821. 
Northwestern Fruit Exchange _ vs. 
Northern et al.; case 19857; p. 436. 
Northwestern Leather Co. Trust vs. Central 
of Georgia et al.; case 21070; p. 1354. 
Northwest Hardware & Supply Co. vs. C. & 


Great 


N. W. et al.; case 20487; p. 821. 

Norwood Calef & Co. vs. Boston & Maine; 
case 20781; p. 488. 

Nutile Fruit Co. vs. Boston & Maine; case 
20622; p. 585. 


Nutile Fruit Co. et al. vs. Boston & Maine 
et al.; case 20542; p. 1234. 

Obermoller, H. C., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20988; p. 1353 

Ohio Match Co. vs. Arizona Southern et al.; 
case 20530; p. 26. 

Oklahoma Commission vs. Abilene & South- 
ern et al.; case 14150; p. 485. 

Oklahoma Stee] Casting Co. vs. C. R. lL & 
P. et al.; case 20681; p. 1174. 

Oklahoma Traffic Association et al. vs. Ala- 
— & Vicksburg et al.; case 16200; p. 

Okmulgee Furniture Co. vs. Fort Smith & 
Western et al.; case 10660; p. 1413. 

Olive Hill Limestone Co., Inc., vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio et al.;: case 20364: p. 641. 
Orchard & Wilhelm Furniture Factory vs. 
Chicago & North Western et al.; case 

20547; p. 1173 
Oshkosh Traffic Assn. vs. Great Northern; 
Asherton & Gulf 


case 21235; p. 1065. 

Owosso Mfg. Co. et al. vs. 
et al.; case 19970; p. 487. 

Ozark Cider & Vinegar vs. 
20587; p. 488. 

Pacific Cottonseed Products Corp. et al. vs. 
Inter-California et al.: case 20395; p. 487. 

Page & Sons vs. Southern Pacific et al.; 
case 20812; p. 877. 

Polito & Moscrey Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 20692; p. 821. 

Palmicano, Mike, vs. Baltimore & Ohio et 
al.; case 20851; p. 538. 

Parker, E. W., vs. Pennsylvania et al.; case 
20862: p. 589. 


Park Mills, Ine., vs. 
case 20815; p. 1468. 

Peabody, S. J., Lumber Co. vs. Nickel Plate 
et al.; case 19909; p. 1234. 


Peabody, S. J., Lumber Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et. al.; case 19753; p. 380. 


Santa Fe; case 


Boston & Maine et al.; 


Peabody, S. J., Lumber Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania; case 21001; p. 1413. 
Pendleton & Gilkey vs. Minneapolis, Red 


Lake & Manitoba et al.; 
1004. 
Penney, J. C., Co., In 
case 20136; p. 697 
Perrine-Armstrong Co. vs. 
case 20604; p. 380. 
Perrine-Armstrong Co. vs. 
case 21109; p. 1468. 
Perryton Equity Exchange et al. vs. 
Fe et al.; case 21072; p. 1413. 
Peterson Biddick Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 20794; p. 933. 
Pet Milk Co. vs. Pennsylvania, Examiner 
A. J. Sullivan; case 20816; p. 1354. 
Peyton Packing Co. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al.; case 15028; p. 133. 

Philipp Brothers, Inc., vs. Long Island Rail- 
road et al.; case 20424: p. 26. 
Phoenix Flour Mills et al. vs. Santa Fe 

et al.; case 20135; p. 585. 
Potomac Electric Power Co. et al. vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio; case 18641; p. 1414. 
Private Passenger Trains, In the matter of 
the use of; case 17757; p. 195. 


case 20706; p. 
c., vs. Big Four et al.; 
Pennsylvania; 
Pennsylvania); 


Santa 


Quinn, John T., Co. vs. A. B. & A. et al; 
case 20102; p. 436. 

Red Wing Millwork Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & 
P. et al.; case 20875; p. 589. 

Reed-Dawson Co. vs. Florida East Coast; 
case 20594; p. 1353. 

Republic Creosoting Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 


case 20421; p. 488. 

Richards Co., Inc., vs. Boston & Maine et 
al.; case 21072; p. 1413. 

Richmond County Coal Merchants’ Associa- 
ciation et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al.; 
case 15012; p. 436. 

Richmond Mica Corporation vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al.; case 20591; p. 1004. 

Rock Island Chamber of Commerce Traffic 
Bureau et al. vs. Boston & Albany et al.; 
case 19261; p. 260. 

Rodney Milling Co. et al. vs. St. Louis-San 
Francisco et al.; case 20132; p. 25. 

Ryerson, Joseph T., & Son. "Inc., vs. C. M. 
& St. P. et al., case 20973; p. 1468. 

St. Anew & Dakota Elevator Co. vs. C. M. 
St. P. & P. et al.; case 21033; p. 1064. 
St. Joseph Viscosity Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe 

et al.; case 16072; p. 379. 





Salina Chamber of Commerce vs. Arkansas 
Western et al.; case 20426; p. 537. 

San Diego Chamber of Commerce vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al.; case 20209; p. 588. 

Sanivax Paper Co. vs. Union Railway Co. 
(Memphis, Tenn.) et al.; case 20210; p. 489. 


Schimmel, Harry, et al. vs. Mallory Steam- 
ship Co. et al.; case 20160; p. 641. 
Seif’s, F. J., Sons vs. Chicago & North 


Western et al.; case 21048; p. 1354. 

Shafton, A. ag & Co. vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al.; case 20773; p. 757. 

Shearman Concrete Pipe ‘Co. vs. Rock Island; 
case 20683; p. 487. 

Sheppard Ww. a vs. V. S. & P. et al.; 
case 19534; 260. 

Shore Materiai Co. vs. ag & North- 
western et al.; cage bn FY. 

Simmons Co. vs. ny al.; 
20496; p. 698. 

Simmons Co. vs. Chicago & North Western 


et al.; case 21009; p. 1116. 
Simmons Construct on Co. vs. Norfolk 
e et al.; case 20411; 


case 


Southern; case 20475; p. 1116. 
Skelly Oil Co. vs. Santa 


p. 25. 
Smith, Alexander, & 
aad York Central et al.; 


Sons Carpet Co. vs. 

yh case 20524; p. 

o—,_=. A., vs. Illinois Central; case 20232; 
Pp. ’ 

Smith, W. H., vs. Rock Island et al.; 
20869; p. ae. 

Smith, "Ww. & Co. Ay Florida East Coast 
et al.; ce "21092; 1468. 

Southard Feed & Milling Co. vs. Rock Island 
et al.; case 20845; p. 488. 

South Chester Tube Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20721; p. 1234. 

South Dakota Highway Commission vs. Min- 
neapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste Marie et 
al.; case 19979; p. 1117. 

Southern Cotton Oil Company et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 20461; p. 1354. 

Southern Creosoting Industries vs. Alabama 
Southern et al.; case 19805; p. 26. 

Southern Hardware Traffic Assn. vs. Cum- 
berland Transportation Co. et al.; case 
20255; p. 30. 

Southern Paving Construction Co. et al. vs. 
A. C. L. et al.; case 21065; p. 1173. 

South Fayette Coal Co. vs. Monongahela 
Railway et al.; case 20808; p. 877. 

Southwest Utility Ice Co. et al. vs. Santa 


case 


Fe et al.; case 20775; p. 1468. 

Stall Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. Union 
Pacific et al.; case 20689; p. 198. 

Standard Export Trading Co. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al.; case 20577; p. 1004. 

Star Corrugated Box Company, Inc., Vs. 
Central of New Jersey et al.; case 20471; 
p. 26. 


Strangward, C. H., Sylvester, Ga., vs. A. B. 
& C. et al.; case 20771; p. 1064. 

Strauss, Hugo, Packing Co. vs. Alabama & 
Vicksburg et al.; case 19693; p. 488. 

Strawberries, Transportation of; by Ex- 
press; case 18187; p. 587. 

Strouds Creek & Muddlety RR BR. Co. Ve. 
oe & Ohio et al.; case. 18478; p. 

‘. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. St. Louis-San Francis- 
co et al.; case 18840; p. 537. 

Sykes & Hill vs. Atlantic Coast Line; case 
20959; p. 642. 

Terra Cotta Co. vs. Central of New Jersey 
et al.; case 20739; p. 261. 

Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 20200; p. 26. 


Texas Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 19960; 
p. " 

Tidal Refining Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe; case 
15255; p. 488. 

Tobacco Growers Cooperative Association 
OS. Sees & Western et al.; case 21049; 
p. " 


Toledo Pipe Threading Machine Co. vs. 
ae York Central et al.; case 20533; p. 
Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. Atlantic & St. 
Andrews Bay et al.; case 20133; p. 1414. 
Tulsa Traffic --?; am vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 20483; p . 
Twin City Forge & S Take Co. vs. Duluth, 
Bourne’ hore & Atlantic et al.; case 20943; 
Union Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. 
Pennsylvania et al.; case 16808; p. 697. 
United Engineering ‘and Foundry Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania Examiner T. Leo Haden; 
case 20505; p. 1116. 
United Materials Co. vs. 
case 20871; p. 1235. 
United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. Boston & 
Albany et al.; case 20665; p. 1004 
United States Can Co. vs. Alabama Great 
Southern et al.; case 19408; p. 197. 4 
United States Cast Iron Pipe & Foundry 


Burlington et al.; 


Company vs. Pennsylvania et al.; case 
20586; p. 1002. 
United States Graphite _. vs. Baltimore 


& Ohio et al.; case 20568; p. 379. 
United States ‘Graphite te" “vs. Puteery: 
— & Northern et al.; case 2056 


436. 

United States Gypsum Co. vs. Staten Island 
Rapid Transit Railway Co. et al.; case 
20287; p. 259. 

United States Lime Products Corp. vs. San- 
ta Fe et al.; case 20837; p. 1233. 
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U. S. Phosphoric Products vs. Butte, Ana- 
conda & Pacific et al.; case 19890; p. 487. 

United Verde Copper Co. et al. vs. Alabama 
& Vicksburg et al.; case 20100; p. 197. 

Valentine-Clark Co. vs. Northern Pacific et 
al.; case 20705; p. 1003. 

Verhalen, Walter, Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 20449; p. 1414. 

Vitrolite Products Co. et al. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al.; case 20529; p. 1003. 

Walker, R. W., Lumber Co. et al. vs. Sea- 
board Air Line et al.; case 20859; p. 1414. 

Wallace Pencil Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 20768; p. 1004. 

Walter-Wallingford & Co. vs. Central of 
Georgia; case 21150; p. 1233. 

Warren Manufacturing Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine et al.; case 20553; p. 538. 

Washburn Crosby Co. vs. Great Northern et 
al.; case 20458; p. 261. 

Washington Paper Co. et al. vs. Baltimore 
& Ohio; case 20348; p. 1004. 

Waste Material Dealers’ Association of Ar- 
kansas et al. vs. Chicago Rock Island & 
Pacific et al.; case 19919; p. 537. 

Watab Paper Co. vs. Canadian National et 
al.; case 20635; p. 486. ~ 

Watab Paper Co. vs. Northern Pacific; 
case 20750; p. 1468. 

Watson Brothers Steel Co. et al. vs. New 
York Central et al.; case 20639; p. 1415. 
West Virginia Brick Co. vs. Baltimore & 

Ohio et al.; case 20493; p. 261. 

West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. vs. Balti- 
more & Ohio et al.; case 14530; p. 875. 

Wharfage, charges, handling, storage, at 
Atlantic and gulf ports; case 12681; p. 1293. 

Whittemore’s, John A., Sons et al. vs. New 
Haven et al.; case 17524; p. 13554. 

Wickehiser, John, & Co. vs. C. I. & L.; case 

; Dp. . 

Wilkoff Co. vs. Akron & Barberton Belt et 
al.; case 20784; p. 14165. 

Wilson, W. W. tove Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 20896; p. 1235. 

Wimberly & Thomas Hardware Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania et al.; case 21004; p. 1116. 

Wright, G. C., vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 20847; 


. 487, 
Wineaiet Washer Manufacturing Co. vs. Pere 
Marquette et al.; case 17640; p. 1415. 
Youngstown Boiler & Tank Co., Inc., vs. 
. T. & S. F. et al.; case 20658; p. 933. 
Zaring, C. W., & Co. vs. Chicago, Milwau- 
ey Paul & Pacific et al.; case 20820; 
p. 
Zimmer, Benjamin, vs. Burlington et al; 
case 20264; p. 876. 


Prosecutions by Commission for statute viola- 
tions; pp. 40, 127, 146, 204, 772, 937, 1070, 
1179, 1208, 1301, 1422, 1478. 

Public debt, interest on; p. 19. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


Anonymous communications; p. 288. 

Bribery of railroad employes; p. 1328. 

Car supplies and shgrtage; p. 288. 

Carrier not to engage in transportation of 
property unless rates thereon been pub- 
lished and filed; p. 1200. 

Company material and rates in connection 
therewith; pp. 345, 1088. 

Construction and maintenance of switch 
— by carrier with private track; 
Pp. 


Conversion; liability vs. carrier; p. 1090. 

Customs duties; liability of shipper for, 
where carrier advances charges, but can- 
not collect from consignee; p. 1378 

Damages; delay; special; p. 1372. 

Damages for delay; violation of Interstate 
Commerce Act p. 716. 

—— duty of owner to minimize loss; 
Pp. ’ 

ee incidental expenses of claimant; 
p. " 

Damages, measure of; pp. 408, 720. 

Damages; measure of; charges on duplicate 
shipment; p. 1268. 

-" measure of; injury to machinery; 
p. 

Damages; measure of; where part of re- 
leased value shipment is lost or damaged; 
pp. 288, 966. 

Delay; act of; unavoidable accident; p. 1026. 

Delay; liability of carrier; pp. 452, . 

Delay to perishable goods; liability of car- 
rier; p. 1490. 

Delivery at non-agency stations; liability of 
carrier; p. 94. 

Demurrage; p. 896, 1376, 1488. 

Demurrage; accrual of; account of delay of 
gi it4 in furnishing weight of shipment; 
p. ‘ 

Demurrage; average agreement; cars held 
for inspection or grading; p. 1488. 

Demurrage; average, agreement; p. 674. 

Demurrage on cars piaced on carrier’s tracks 
claimed to have been assigned for con- 
signee’s private use; p. 1374. 

Demurrage; computation of free time where 
shipment is handled in intraplant switch- 
ing service; pp. 452, 604. 

Demurrage; computation of time on empty 
ears placed on orders, but not used in 
transportation service; pp. 846, 1140. 


Demurrage; embargoes; p. 406. 

Demurrage; free time allowed on shipments 
held at destination; on account congested 
terminals and then reconsigned; p. 1140. 

Demurrage; intramill service; p. 1374. 

Demurrage; liability of consignee for; where 
accruing during controversy with carrier 
relative to disposition of damaged ship- 
ment; p. 1196. 

Demurrage; notice of arrival; what consti- 
tutes; p. 214. 

Demurrage; notice of arrival at point other 
than destination of shipment; p. 216. 

Demurrage; original reconsignment order 
not promptly complied with by carrier; p. 


Demurrage; weather interference; pp. 502, 
720, 1440. 

Embargoes; p. 792. ; 

Freight charges; demurrage; liability for; 
Pp. 286, 458. 7 . 

Freight charges; liability of consignee; pp. 
218, 1330. ; 

— charges; liability of consignor; p. 


Freight charges; liability of consignor sign- 
ing no recourse provision of bill of lading 
for undercharge, where consignee advises 
carrier he has no beneficial interest in 
goods; p. 1200. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor where 
shipment is refused at first destination 
and reconsigned; p. 846. 

Freight charges; liability of notify party; p. 


604. 

Freight charges; liability of owner for bal- 
ance of freight and storage charges where 
amount realized from sale of goods is less 
ory legally published charges; pp. 1330; 


Freight Charges; liability of shipper or con- 
signor; p. 716. 

Freight charges; liability of shipper signing 
stipulation requiring collection at time 
of delivery, where consignee refuses or 
fails to claim goods; pp. 1264, 1376. 

Freight charges; payment by check; p. 1490. 
Freight charges; time within which must be 
paid; p. 1330. E i 
Liability for injury to shipment moving via 
rail-and-water route from point in Can- 

ada; p. 1492. 
— of barge line for loss of grain; p. 


Liability of carrier for conversion where 
conflict exists between marks on package 
and statements in bill of lading; p. 1376. 

Liability of carrier for delivery at other than 
billed destination; p. 792. 

Liability of carrier for erroneous delivery; 
prepaid shipment at agency station neces- 
sitating drayage; p. 1372. 

a of carrier for loss caused by fire; 
p. ; 

Liability of carrier for loss of grain from 
clear record cars; p. 214. 

Liability of carrier for loss of or inquiry to 
baggage; p. 792. 

Liability of carrier of loss, where tank car 
is furnished by shipper; p. 342. 

Liability of switching line for loss of or 
injury goods; p. 896. 

Limitation of actions; allowances; p. 164 

Limitation of action; amount erroneously 
refunded as overcharge; p. 162. 


Limitation of actions; balance unpublished 
charge demanded by carrier; p. 1267. 

Limitation of actions; formal complaint al- 
leging unreasonableness barred after two 
years even through informal complaint 
alleging fourth section violation filed with- 
in statutory period; p. 284. 

Limitation of actions; ninety-day provision 
ne 3; section 16 of the act; p. 


Limitation of actions overcharges; pp. 408, 
556, 676, 768. 

Limitation of actions; undercharges; pp. 
556, 846, 1376. 

Limitations; waiver by shipper of statutory 
provisions governing action for under- 
charges; pp. 848, 1088. 

Long-and-short haul provision of act; 
authorized departures from; p. 344. 

Long-and-short haul violations; p. 164. 

Orders for cars; deposit by party ordering 
car; p. 1032. 2a 

Overcharge; joint and several liability of 
carriers; p. 162. 

Payment of claims for loss, damage or over- 
charge; duty of carriers; p. 1264. 

Perishables; legibility of carrier for injury 
thereto; pp. 560, 718, 1202. 

Proof of loss or damage; p. 1196. 

Policing charges on alcoholic liquors; p. 1268. 

Rates; p. 1030. 

Rates; application of; water-and-rai] trans- 
portation; p. 88. 

Rates; basis for Mississippi-Warrior 
ice; p. 964. 

Rates; household goods; p. 1376. 

Reconsignment; application of Jones’ I. C. 

. U. S. 1 to reconsigned shipments sub- 
ject to tariff rate to and from point of re- 
consignment; p. 340; 450. 

Reconsignment; back hall; pp. 502; 672. 

Reconsignment; right of consignee to divert 
or stop shipment in transit; p. 896. 

Reconsignments; rules in effect ‘date of 
movement from original point of shipment 
govern; p. 896 


Serv- 


Reconsignment vs. new shipment; p. 1266. 
Reconsignment vs. reshipment; p. 1330. 
= of damaged goods by consignee; p, 


Release of car; switching order vs. bill of 
lading; p. 162. 

Reparation; overcharges joint and several of 
carriers; P; 1032. 

— shipments; C. O. D. express; p, 


Routing and misrouting; pp. 602-900. 
Routing and misrouting; application of in- 
, a rule to circuitous routes; p,. 


Routing and misrouting; application of par- 
agraph 8, section 15, of act; p. 1142. 
Routing and misrouting; award of damages 
contingent upon factors of through rate 
been, filed with Commission; p. 970. 
Routint and misrouting; bill of lading from 
transit point showing balance of throuch 
= not appliance via transit point; p. 
Routing and misrouting; carrier must fol- 
low shipper’s routing instruction; p. 606. 
Routing and misrouting; carrier not liable 
for protection of rate via lowest rated 
route where it forwards shipment via a 
cheaper or as cheap a rated route as that 
directed by shipper; pp. 846, 1198. 


Routing and misrouting; company material; 
pp. 1090, 1380. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
marks on packages and address on bill of 
lading; p. 218. 

Routing and misrouting; conflicting routing 
instructions; duty of carrier; p. 408. 

Routing and misrouting; damages resulting 
from delay; p. 214.’ 

Routing and misrouting; division of rev- 
enues where carrier misroutes shipment; 
p. 1142. 

Routing and misrouting; duty of carrier 
where rate is not applicable via any route; 


Routing and misrouting; duty of carrier 
where shipper’s routing instructions are 
incomplete in that delivering carrier is 
not named; p. 1142 


Routing and misrouting; duty of carrier 
where shipper specifies carrier but not 
junction point; p. 558. 

Routing and misrouting; erroneous destina- 
tion; conflict between rate, route and des- 
tination; p. 1198. 

Routing and misrouting; initial carrier not 
required to use third and intervening car- 
riers where its line in connection with car- 
rier specified by shipper forms complete 
route; p. 898. 

Routing and misrouting; insured vs. unin- 
sured rates; p. 504. 

Routing and misrouting; interchange con- 
nection between carriers essential to im- 
pose obligation upon carrier to forward 
shipments via given point; p. 410. 

Routing and misrouting; jurisdiction where 
shipment misrouted by Canadian carrier; 
p. 1030. 

Routing and misrouting; Mability of car- 
rier for diversion contrary to routing in- 
structions in bill of lading; pp. 716-878. 

Routing and misrouting; liability of a carrier 
for refusal to accept less-than-carload 
shipment under belief that delivery could 
not be made at billed destination; p. 1140. 

Routing and misrouting; loss of milling in 
transit privilege; p. 1330. 


Routing and misrouting; notation in bill of 
lading should put carrier on notice of 
error of shipper; p. 162. 

Routing and misrouting; ratification of car- 
rier’s routing; p. 848. 

Routing and misrouting; shipper’s instruc- 
tions must be observed by carriers; p. 848. 

Routing and misrouting; standard differen- 
tial routes; p. 1030. 

Routing and misrouting; switching delivery 
vs. road haul for terminal carriers; p. 1490. 

Routing and misrouting; switching ticket 
should be used if initial carrier is to re- 
ceive switching movement only; p. 1198. 

Routing and misrouting; terminal delivery 
by switch movement; pp. 1090, 1144. 

Routing and misrouting; through rate via 
route of - movement exceeding combina- 


tion of intermediates via another available ' 


route; p. 1198. 

Sale of Goods for freight charges; liability 
of shipper for freight charges from des- 
—_— to point at which goods sold; p. 

Sales; antedating of commercial invoices; Pp. 


Sales; duty of seller in selecting carrier; P- 


Sales; f.a.s.; meaning of; p. 94. 

Sligo case suits; p. 848. 

Space blocks; obligation of carrier to fur- 
nish; p. 284. = 

State vs. interstate; import traffic; p. 672. 

State vs. interstate traffic; p. 1444. 

Stoppage in transitu; p. 50. 

Storage; pp. 218, 558. 

Storage; failure of carrier to notify con- 
signor; p. 1372. 

oeees: notice of unclaimed shipment; P. 


6. 
Switching; application of charges therefor: 
p. 1328. 
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Tariff interpretation; pp. 342, 406, 408, 448, 
452, 558, 602, 674, 716, 900, 964, 966, 968, 
1028, 1142, 

Tariff interpretation; absorption of switch- 
ing charges; p. 450. 

Tariff interpretation; actual character of and 
not description in bill of lading determine 
applicable rate; p. : 

Tariff interpretation; application of combi- 
nation rule to factors subject to different 
minimum weights; p. 288. 

Tariff interpretation; application of distance 
rates; p. 286. 

Tariff interpretation; application of 
mediate rule; pp. 602, 792, 1264. 
Tariff interpretation; application of propor- 

tional rates; pp. 448, 

Tariff interpretation; .... of rates; 
pp. 218, 342. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rate to 
local and through traffic; Dp. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rates in 
Colorado common point territory; p. 340. 
Tariff interpretation; application of rates to 
interstate and intrastate traffic; p. 500. 
Tariff interpretation; application of rule 10 
of the classification; pp. 342, 410, 558, 900. 
Tariff interpretation; application of rule 15 

of classification; p. 504. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rule 24 
of the classification; Dp. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rule 34 
of classification; p. 558. 

Tariff interpretation; application of stop- 
over privileges; p. 

Tariff interpretation; carload vs. less-carload 
shipment; p. 0. 

Tariff interpretation; carriage vs. 
hardware; explanation of term; p. 

Tariff interpretation; compliance ‘with tariff 
provisions by shipper; p. 214. 

Tariff interpretation; compliance with tariff 


inter- 


wagon 


provisions by shipper; condition prece- 
dent to application of rates; p. 502. 
Tariff interpretation; cross reference; re- 


strictions in tariff referred to become part 
of tariff making cross reference; p. 1200. 
Tariff interpretation; effect of use of 
“proper”; p. 718. 

Tariff interpretation; exception governing 
base point governs as to taking same 
rates; p. 500. 
Tariff interpretation; household 

emigrant movables; p. 1374. 
Tariff interpretation; co versus specific 
rates in same tariff; 66. 
Tariff interpretation; lve haul vs. switching 


goods Vs. 


haul; p. 1032. 
7 "interpretation; minimum weights; p. 
Tariff interpretation; minimum weights, 


where shipper specifies length of car de- 
sired; p. a 

Tariff interpretation; penalty charge on ar- 
ticles in packages not conforming to rule 
41 of classification; p. 

Tariff interpretation; point located on car- 
rier not party to tariff; p. 1374. 

Tariff interpretation; published 
be assessed; p. 94. 


Tariff interpretation; rate applicable where 
shipper reconsigns car containing excess 
of follow-lot shipment; p. 716. 


Tariff interpretation; ratings applicable on 

road oil having a petroleum base; p. f 
Tariff interpretation; restrictions in tariff 
referred to apply to tariff making cross 
reference; p. 718. 


Tariff interpretation; rule for constructing 
rates on combination basis; pp. 966, 1202. 
Tariff interpretation; rule 34°: furnishing of 
cars; p. 

Tariff interpretation; specific import rate 
owes application of domestic rates; p. 


rate must 


Tariff interpretation; switching rate at des- 
tination in effect date of delivery of ship- 
ment to carriers at point of origin; p. 1142. 

Tariff interpretation; three-ply combination 
a absence of joint through rates; 
Dp. q 

Tariff interpretation; title page limits appli- 
cation of tariff unless specific provisions 
contained in body of issue broaden appli- 
cation; p. 500. 

Tariff interpretation; 
Pp. 1200. 

Tariff interpretation; transit privileges con- 
tingent upon applying to transit point or 
to destination; p. 1374. 

Tariff interpretation; two-for-one rule of 
Classification; p. 448. 

Tariff interpretation; 
combination rates 
through rates; p. 344. 

Transfer of shipment by 
for expense thereof; p. 1030. 

Transit; routing by carrier from transit 
point; p. 220. 

Ww eights; earrier vs. shippers; pp. 560, 1090. 

Weights and weighing; pp. 50, 1372. 

Weights and weighing; transfer of over- 
loaded cars; p. 162. 


tool attached to pipe; 


two-ply vs. three-ply 
in absence of joint 


carrier; 


Radio; pp. 691, 751, 813, 1166, 1287. 
\ail-truck coordination: p. 152. 


ailway Business Association; pp. 1148, 1181. 


‘ailway mail pay case; pp. 38, 372. 





liability . 


Railway statistics, annual Commission report 
of; p. 1430. 

Rankin, H. L.; Traffic Club of 
Dallas; p. 1482. 

Rebating, prosecutions for; p. 1208. 

Reconsignment; p. 09. 

Records of steam roads; destruction of; p. = 

Regional advisory boards; meetings, ete.; 
102, 156, 224, 346, 454, 554, 556, 599, 668, Pe, 
723, 784, 786, 838, 840, 1206, 1256, 1322, 1380, 
1382, 1432, 1480. 

Regulation ‘of railroads; p. 177, 866, 923, 1328. 

Released rate damages: p. 274. 

Reparation; pp. 925, 1165, 1232, 1406. 
Revenues of railroads; p. 26, 224, 350, 402, 
442, 446, 535, 654, 666, 812, 891, 960, 1040, 1054, 
1288, 1301, 1314, 1368, 1369, 1370. 

Rivers, harbors, and canals; pp. 38, 212, 400, 
442, 564, 814, 926, 1057, 1182, 1254, 1303, 1306, 
1308, 1334, 1368, 1480. 

Rogers, Howard 'O.; ; railroad revenues; p. 1288. 

Routing; pp. 249, 1178. 

Safford, ©.; free transportation; p. 290. 

St, Louis ‘freight transfer case; pp. 374, 538, 


president, 


St. Louis Shippers’ Conference; p. 1386. 
Sallyards, Scott; president, Traffic Club of St. 
Joseph; p. 1258. 


oe pane, rates, etc.; pp. 350, 925, 958, 


Salvage claims awards; p. 146. 

Sand “and gravel, rates on, etc.; pp. 138, 484, 
752, 868, 1362. 

Santiago battle anniversary; p. 19. 

Sargent, Atty.-Gen.; annual report; p. 1300. 

Seatrain service; pp. 564, 1436. 


Secees 15a (see also excess income); pp. 595, 


Securities, petitions for and permissions to 
issue, etc.; pp. 54, 106, 134, 193, 198, 203, 263, 
‘266, 316, 317, 319, 378, 381, 430, 433, 483, 484, 
539, 542, 552, 584, 639, 695, 696, 755, 790, 817, 
877, 878, 882, 932, 933, 1000, 1622, 1061, 1113, 
1118, 1172, 1176, 1231, 1232, 1294, 1301, 1351, 
1357, 1412, 1462, 1466 (see ‘also construction, 
consolidation and abandonment). 


Service orders of the Commission; p. 433. 
Service unit costs of railroads; p. 926 





Shipbuilding statistics; pp. 94 1, 1366. 

Ship taxes; U. S. and Canada; p. 776. 

SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 

Agreements, approval of, etc.; pp. 48, 90, 
210, 278, 332, 439, 508, 660, 714, 776, 830, 
cat 942, 1012, 1078, 1133, 1252, 1320, 1324, 


Americanization of crews; p. 664. 

“American Shipper,’’ commendation of for 
rescue work; p. 1136 

Annual report; p. 1318. 

Appropriations; p. 1303. 

Army transport service; p. 1476. 

Automobiles, ocean rates on; pp. 715, 832. 

Brooklyn terminal; p. 1078. 


Claims, cases before Supreme Court; p. 1120. 

Coal, export ships; pp. 832, 946, 1254. 

Consolidation of lines and services; pp. 602, 

Construction of vessels; p. 664. 

Conversion and reconditioning ‘of ships; pp. 
508, 715, 832, 1324. 

Cotton linter hearing; p. 92. 


Cottonseed hull fibre shaving hearing; p. 92. 

Fleet corporation tax case; p. 327. 

Fond. — Co. vessel operation inquiry; pp. 
1 1 


F. O. B. and C. I. F. shipments; p. 776. 

Frieser, F. G.; trip to Europe; p. a. 

Fuel oil contracts; pp. 86, 280. 

a personnel on American ships; 
p. 

Grain storage in vessels; p. 1192. 

Hoboken pier tax case; pp. 394, 439. 

Jones-White act; effect of; pp. 46, 908 

Jute rates; pp. 278, 387, 1016, 1078, 
1324, 1363. 


Kylsant, Lord; calls at Board; p. 1078. 

Legislation; p. 18. 

Loans; pp. 152, 715, 776, 942, 1014, 1192. 

— rates; pp. 150, 830, 942, 1078, 1136, 

Marine insurance rag p. 152. 

Mayonnaise, rates on; p. 1434. 

Merchant Marine; pp. 889, 1016, 1190, 1250, 
1252, 1300. 

Name changes of ships; p. 664. 

New England port study; p. 562. 

New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau; 
tion petition; p. 1136. 

New York-Havana service; competition with 
British line; p. 1476. 


‘1128, 


interven- 


O’Connor, Chairman; statements, etc.; pp. 
86, 332, 490, 1252. 
Operating results; p. 1254. 


Port differentials (see also under general 
7 ae pp. 86, 150, 332, 334, 832, 890, 942, 


Rate conferences; p. 278. 

Rice rate inquiry; pp. 662, 890, 946, 1016. 

Sale of ships, services and facilities; pp. 48, 
86, 92, 152, 210, 280, 334, 394, 658, 715, 832, 
890, 1014, 1078, 1133, 1136, 1192, 1254, 1324, 
1366, 1434, 1436, 1476. 

Sandberg, Commissioner; speech at Los An- 
geles; p. 664. 

Ship deviation case; p. 772. 


Split cargo deliveries; pp. 150, 334, 715, 776, 
830, 942, 1016, 1076, 1129, 1130. 
Tax exemption certification; pp. 942, 1136. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


Armour Fertilizer Works vs. id 
willer Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 392. 

Armour Grain Co., Appellee vs. Companie 

Transatiantique (Fed. Ct.); pp. 


Atlantic Fish Co. Dollar S. S. Line 
(Calif.); p. 881. 

Aunt Jemina Mills Co. vs. Belge (Fed. Ct.); 
p 

Blogmibets. pest, Furn. Co. vs. Urquhart 

n)s DB: 
Carrisso, The (Fed. oO} 
Colton vs. N. Y. & C. ‘Mail Bo. (Fed. Ct.); 


p. 881. 
Cowles Towing Co., Inc. vs. American Con- 
eatin & Dredging Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 


Det Forende Dampskibs Selskab vs. Insur- 
ance Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1297. 

Effna, The, United States vs. Gano Moore 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1178. 

Elizabeth Edwards, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 881. 

Fili, Me A. vs. Cork Shavings (Fed. Ct.): 
p. . 

Hamburger Tanker Gesellschaft vs. Ameri- 
can Creosoting Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1239. 

Hudson Trading Co., Inc. vs. United States 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1471. 

Humphreys vs. M. & M. Co. (Ga.); p. 881. 


vs. 


Jenkins S. S. Co. vs. Cargo of Barley (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1067. 

Keller Co., vs. Cosmo. Shipping Co. (Fed. 
Ct.33 Dp. 392. 


Lake Gaither, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 146. 
Laune & Bowles, Corp. et al. vs. United 
States Shipping Board ‘wae Fleet 
Corp. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 658. 
Lawrence Johnson & Co., Claimant (Fed. 
392. 


Ct.); p. 1297. 
Merauke, The (Fed. Ct.); 
Mongolian Prince, The ised, Ct.); p. 938. 
New York & Cuba Mail S. S. Co. et al. Ex 
Parte McCauley (Fed. Ct.); p. 881. 
Olivier Straw Goods x vs. Osaka Shosen 
Kaisha (Fed. Ct.); 
Rangoon Maru vs. dukne Bros. (Fed. Ct.); 


Pp. 
Reid vs. Luckenbach S. S. Co. (N. Y.); p. 


oe Cornec, vs. B. & O. (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Rothschild & Co., Inc. vs. Robin Line S. 8. 
Co., Ine. (Fed. Ct.); p. 204. 

Schoomaker-Conners Co., Inc. ‘~ New York 
Trap Rock Corp. (N. Y.); p. 

Sheldon, G. W., Co. vs. FR od Ameri- 
kanische Packetfahrt-Actien Gesellschaft 
et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1178. 

Sinclair Nav. Co. vs. F. J. 
Line, Inc., et al. (Fed. Ct.); 

Southern Alberta Lumber Co. v= Compania 
de Combustibles Oceania (Fed. Ct.); p. 392. 

Southlands, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 939. 

Speybank, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1297. 

United soe vs. American Sugar Refining 
Co. (N. Y.); p. 1067. 

United States vs. United States Steel Prod- 
ucts Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 774. 

Yone Suzuki et al. ve. Central Argentine 
Ry., Ltd., et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 938. 


— Towing 
826. 


Short line railroads; p. 704. 

Sligo rule application; pp. 1109, 1208. 

ed and railroads; pp. 110, 

Snow removal from highways; p, 1055. 

Southern class rates; pp. 77, 1119. 

Southern Traffic League; p. 1386. 

Southwestern rates; pp. 19, 34, 72, 137, 180, 
270, 323, 374, 582, 647, 648, 698, 700, 764, 825, 
880, 935, 936, 991, 1004, 1236, 1360, 1417. 

Srokose, 8. #3 duty of a traffic manager; p. 

Starks, C. M.; Qualified practitioners; p. 1330. 

Stoneware, rates on;,p. ae 

Store door delivery (see also constructive sta- 
tions); p. 637. 

Stratton, F. C.; men in transportation; p. 842. 

Sugar, rates on, etc.; pp. 179, ‘ 

Sulphuric acid, rates on; p. 136 


126, 248, 





SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS 


Express vs. Fleischman, 


American Railway 
express damages; p. 


Morris & Co., Inc.; 
1363. 


Ann Arbor R. R. et al. vs. U. S. et al.; Hoch- 
Smith jurisdiction; p. 881. 
Atchison, T. & S. vs. U. S. et al.; grain 


rates; p. 1297. 

Boston Sand & Gravel Co. vs. U. S.; vessel 
collision damages; p. 1178. 

Certiorari writs denied; pp. 826, 881, 939, 1000, 
1179, 1240, 1297, 1363. 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue vs. Old 
Colony R. R.; taxes; p. 939. 

Hoch- Smith; California Growers’ case; juris- 
diction over; p. 881. 

Kansas City Southern vs. Hooper; tax pen- 
alty; p. 1000. 


14 INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD — JULY-DECEMBER, 1928 


Lehigh Valley Railroad Co. vs. New Jersey | Tap line cases; p. 30. Transcontinental fourth section application of 
Commission; grade crossings; p. 1178. Taxes, railroad; pp. 276, 406, 504, 776, 1007, S.. P.3 p. 2608. 
Marshall, W. A., & Co., Inc., vs. President 1226. Trucks and Busses; pp. 958, 1006 (see motor 
Arthur; coal contracts; p. 881. Taxes, income; loss of papers; p. 1109. vehicles). 
Missouri Pacific et al. vs. Nebraska Com- | Telegraph and telephone statistics and legisla- | Trumbower, H. R.; free transportation; » 454, 
mission; team tracks; p. 1239. tion; pp. 110, 404, 676, 813, 832, 970, 1092, 1240, | Trunk Line commerce law committee; p. 128, 
Personal injury cases; pp. 826, 881, 1000, 1179, 1328, 1480. ; Valuation of railroads; pp. 30, 76, 128, 268, 381, 
1239, 1240, 1297, 1363. Telegraph valuation; p. 489. 489, 556, 584, 640, 750, 752, 1113, 1232, 1295; 
Rules of practice before; p. 867. Telephone directory publication; p. 880. 1302, 1366, 1407, 1412. 
U. S. & I. C. C. vs. Anchor Coal Co.; lake | Terminals and terminal facilities; pp. 378, 538, | Van Sweringen merger plans; p. 326. 
cargo jurisdiction; p. 939. 541, 542, 692, 706, 782, 796, 814, 823, 826, 1118, | Virginia rate research commission; pp. 70, 822, 
United States vs. Fruit Growers’ Iexpress; 1231, 1486. Wages of railroad workers; (see also Labor 
icing; p. 881. Texas intrastate rates; p. 943. and Board of Mediation); pp. 220, 454, 546, 
United States vs. G. H. & S. A.; land grant | Thom, A. P.; call on Coolidge; pp. 894, 1408. 636, 690, 790, 838, 893, 908, 946, 990, ‘1066, 1182, 
rates; p. 1000. Tie and pole purchases; p. 1208. 1238, 1299, 1303, 1352. 
United States vs. N. Y. C.; retroactive mail | Tiffany, C. H.; benefit of Sligo rule; p. 1208. Wall Street Journal; hope for the desponding; 
pay; p. 881. Toll bridges and ferries; bill to investigate; ; * rate influence of waterways; p, 
Warner, Charles, Co., vs. Independent Pier pp. 1368, 1430. 
Co.; vessel collision Soe: 2. 1178. Trackage rights; pp. 127, 318, 374, 378, 538, Warehousing; p. 676. 
West Virginia Commission vs onongahela 817. Water competition rates; p. 1055. 
West Penn. Public Service Co. et al.; bus | Traffic education; p. 840 (see also under Edit- | Waste in transportation; p. 1260. 
certificates; p. 1000. orial). : Weighing; p. 270. 
Traffic manager, duties of; p. 608. Weirs, L. E.; president, Traffic Club of Kal- 
; ’ Traffic management in retail stores; article by amazoo; p. 1384. 
Surcharge on Pullman fares; legislation, etc.; W. E. Butterbaugh; p. 780. Wepplo, E. E.; inland waterways; p. 850. 
pp. 1194, 1328, 1346. Traffic management survey by Department of | Western rates; pp. 126, 202, 258, 323, 383, 428, 
Switching; pp. 638, 706. Commerce (see also under Editorial); pp. 638, 692, 703, 761, 821, 882, 935, 1110, 1461. 
Tank material, rates on; p. 646. : 125, 180, 346. Wheeling & Lake Erie, control’ of; p. 653. 
Tariff Circular No. 20; pp. 311, 312, 1056. Traffic statistics; pp. 52, 178, 442, 482, 654, 728, | Williams, J. L.; free transportation; p. 454. 
Tariff filings; pp. 751, 812. 926, 960, 1010, 1212, 1438. Women in political offices; p. 482. 
Tariff simplification; p. 311. Train control devices (see also under Commis- | Woodlock, Commissioner; reported illness of; 
Tariffs, typographical errors in; pp. 272, 480, sion decisions and minor Commission or- D. 382. 
595. ders); pp. 48, 608, 676, 695, 696, 756, 796, 1228. | Wool and mohair, rates on; pp. 648, 706. 


DO YOU KEEP A RECORD OF YOUR CARS? 


Do you know the convenience of being able to ascertain, at a moment’s notice 
all the pertinent facts about a car received by you a year ago? 


CAR RECORD 


BI = Cer eerneyannnneannspen Saeed 
pe ere oe Jem ne oe es ee el eer] ee ee 
Pep stat HH a ie tit ttt tt tt 


Our new loose-leaf car record book will make this all possible for you without a lot of complicated 
bookkeeping. And the cost is very low—24 cars for one cent. May we send you a sample sheet ? 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION, étc south Market Street, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 


What Some of Our Clients Have to Say 


THE GROUNDWORK About Our Service 
FOR THAT COMPLAINT “LEGISLATION” 


Every live Traffic Manager must be informed as to 
certain phases of law and its administration. “Watch- 
Calls for: ing” Service enlightens him as to this. 


— ; Mr. B. J. Hamm, Manager, Service Dept., 
Ist Careful analysis The Traffic Service Corporation, 


2nd—Proper presentation of facts Washington, D. C. 
3 d C h e e li Dear Mr. Hamm: 
rad-——Lomprenensive, inte igent, It affords me great pleasure to state that we highly 


*Le value the excellent service you have rendered us in 
accurate exhibits the past and which you continue to do. 


In view of the many items of legislation now 
pending, bes —— ee" — _ in the 
matter of freight rates, etc., rmly believe your 

We handle any or all these features of a com- service should prove very valuable to both railroads 

° ° P and shippers. Your service insures for interested 
plaint or suspension request, know what is parties, information in advance of any other availa- 
js ‘ ble means, and this is so very essential to the suc- 

necessary and are equipped to render efficient cessful determination of many every day problems. 


service. Yours very truly, 
THE GULF COMPANIES 
SERVICE DEPARTMENT (Signed) C. B. ELLIS. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


66 AT YOUR SERVICE” Write us for further information 
Mills Building The Traffic Service Corporation 


Washington, D. C. MILLS BUILDING |= WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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HERE IS 


Real Traffic Service 


1. 


A staff of practical and legal traffic experts at 
your call for consultation on any matter that 
may bob up in your office at any time. 


. A running report of progress in any matter 


before any government body in which you may 
be interested. This includes formal and informal 
complaints before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, matters before the Federal Trade 
Commission, bills in Congress and similar 
matters. 


. A careful watch kept and a report made on any 


development in any specific rate in which you 
are apprehensive that a change may be 
attempted. 


. A place where you may obtain without charge 


single copies of any document issued by any gov- 
ernment department. This includes reports and 
tentative reports of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and similar documents. 


. An office in the city of Washington where you 


will be furnished with facilities for transacting 
your business whenever you happen to be there. 


NO, THIS SERVICE 


IS NOT EXPENSIVE 


As a matter of fact it is 
part of every subscrip- 
tion for the 


AFFIC WORL 


o=—— TRAFFIC BULLETIN =" 


which is, in itself the most com- 
plete and prompt traffic news 
service available. 


Let us send you a series of sam- 
ples and detailed information. 


The Traffic Service Corporation 


418 So. Market St., Chicago, Ill. 


CLLRS 


A MISSING 
TARIFF 


can cause a lot of trouble. It may 
be the cause of getting out a car 
today that could have been held 
over until tomorrow to take 
advantage of a reduction. It may 
mean a lost opportunity to hurry 
out a car today to forestall 
tomorrow’s advance. 


And every traffic manager knows 
the delay and grief incident to set- 
tling overcharge and undercharge 
claims resulting from shipping 
under rates that have been revised 
without his knowledge. 


The traffic department in which 


The Traffic Bulletin 


is checked over each week 
is spared these expenses 
and annoyances, for in 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 
is printed a complete list of 
the tariffs filed with the Com- 
mission in the current week 


Last week’s TRAFFIC BUL- 
LETIN contained over thirty other 
items of almost equal importance 
to the shipper. May we send you 
a copy? 


The Traffic Bulletin 


418 S. Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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Our stock of 
TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT FORMS 


is now complete 


YM 


F you are not already making use of printed 
forms for filing claims, ordering cars, etc., 
you should begin now to take advantage of the 
savings in time, labor and money they afford. 


VMMMHMM{qw 


VMMMlla 


Below is a partial list of those we are prepared 
to ship, in any quantity, at a moment’s notice. 
A complete list and a schedule of prices will 
be gladly sent on request. 


Wed 


A neat folder containing samples is also yours 
for the asking. 
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Bills of Lading Overcharge Claim Forms 

Car Order Forms Loss and Damage Claim Forms 
Car Record Sheets Express Claim Forms 

Bonds of Indemnity Claim Record Forms 

Freight Receipt Copies Claim Tracer Forms 


YUtu«“u“tttttttttttttttl 
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Ask especially about our new loose-leaf car record book —a complete 
record of 24 cars for one cent 


MERCHANDISE DEPARTMENT 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 
418 S. Market Street, Chicago, Il 
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Wyoming Coal Co. et al. vs. Virginian et al.; case 14454; coal; 
also 13832, Gulf Coal Co. vs. Virginian et al.; 14831, Wind- 
ing Gulf Colliery Co. et al. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al.; 
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THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


WASHINGTON CHICAGO 
MILLS BUILDING 


Phone, Main 3840 Telephone State 8635 


NMI 
AM 
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418-430 S. MARKET ST. 


WORLD 


Find Your Tariff 
Forms Instantly! 


—every front form is visible right in the file; 
remove only the issue you need 





That’s one of the advantages of Automatic Tariff Files— 
the convenience that speeds up filing for every Traffic 
Manager. In addition there are the other advantages. 
Some are illustrated here. 


Convenience -- Speed 


Every tariff and supplement 
instantly available. You can 
remove or replace any issue 
without disturbing others. 


Visibility -- Accuracy 


You can read the whole front 
form of any tariff without 
removal from the file. Self- 
indexing. 


Compression -- Safety 


A gentle push to close the 
drawer and all s are 
safely compressed, Automati- 
cally, into the least space. 


aA = 
je 


5 DRAWERS IN 4 
There are 120 reference filing 
inches in § AUTOMATIC 
drawers which are equal to that 
of & Non-Ezxpanding files. 










Ne. 5400T Extra Capacity File. 
5634 inches high, 11% wide, 
24% deep. Like all — 
V Expanding files, drawers o 

erate on perfected 10 ore mete 
bearing suspension slides and 
have safety drawer latches. 


ta 30 DAYS’ FREE TRIAL! “@) 


Write today for Free Trial Offer—Direct Factory Proposition 
and new catalog No. 27T, which illustrates the complete line 
of Automatic Files and Desks, including Counter High and 
Desk High Tariff Files of improved Steel Construction. 


Automatic File & Index Co., E. 10th St., Green Bay, Wis. 


Branches—Chicago, 173 W. Madison St.; New York, 52 Vander- 
bilt Ave.; Milwaukee, 130 Wisconsin Ave.; Detroit, 131 E. Jefferson. 






TARIFF’ FILES 


A Complete Line of Upright, Counter High, Desk High Files and Desks 
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5 Str rateoie Points of Operation 


BUFFALO 


KS LEY 


At Your 
Finger Tips 


HE Chain of Tidewater Terminals and 

Allied Inland Warehouses offer facil- 

ities to the Merchant Marine, shippers 
and consignees of export and import cargoes 
never before available in this country. 


Ultra-modern buildings, equipped in the 
most up-to-date manner, afford the greatest 
safety and security with the lowest possible 
insurance rates. Direct rail transfer except 
in New York where the terminal is located 
within “free lighterage limits”. 


Centralized administration undér a manage- 
ment specializing in terminal and warehouse 
operation, insures a uniform high standard 
of service throughout the entire chain, to 
vessels and shippers alike. 


or Shippers and Distributors N 


PH: FIRADELPHIA 


=e, 


Su! “NORFOLK 


aX 


BOSTON gt ang TERMINAL, INC. 

J. M. Hoffman, V. P. & Gen’l Manager 

666 Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 
ATLANTIC TIDEWATER TERMINALS 

G. W. Green, V. P. & Gen’! Manager 

17 State Street, New York 
PHILADELPHIA TIDEWATER TERMINAL 

G. M. Richardson, Gen’! Manager & Treas. 

10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia 


NORFOLK TIDEWATER TERMINALS, INC. 
J. A. Moore, Manager 
Norfolk, Va. 


KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE Co. 
W. S. Bishop, Gen’! Manager 
Seneca and Hamburg Streets, Buffalo, N. Y. 


MERCHANTS’ oe co. 
Snowden Henry, Sup 
10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia 


RICHARD D. JONES, Western Traffic Mgr. 
1646 Transportation Bldg., Chicago 


W. B. McKINNEY, Sec’y and Treas. 


J 
HARVEY C. MILLER President ae Bis <5. |) oe 

: COMMERCIAL TRUST BLDG. PHILA. PA. ‘jal (Gere, 
eat a oo 
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THE BALTIMORE & OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL R.R. CO. 


(BALTIMORE & OHIO SYSTEM) 









If location is the prime factor or an essential 
requisite, we can meet the most critical re- 
quirements. Due to our advantageous geo- 
graphical location can offer choice sites in 
any of the several manufacturing districts. 
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TERMINAL RAILROAD 


















ee an a CHICAGO, ILL Unexcelled 
~ Transportation 
Facilities 






to and from 
Any District. 
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RN Le ie Conditions. 
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Disa ansrm Neighborly 
Policies 
Prevail. 







Permit us to figure with you on your new location: 







ADDRESS: 
J. M. McDERMOTT H. M. JOUVER 
Industrial Agent General Freight Agent 
208 Grand Central Station 455 Grand Central Station 






CHICAGO CHICAGO 
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F HALF of the packing rooms of this 

country were released to profitable pro- 
duction, America would find a new source 
of wealth. 

We know this is true because we have 
proven it in several hundred individual bus- 
inesses. 

You can prove it in your business. 

Start from the bottom. Think the thing out 
all over again. 

Call in the Weyerhaeuser man. Get the 
whole story of Weyerhaeuser Cut -to-Size 
Crating. 

These are standard crating pieces, cut to 
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Your Crating Room—can’t some of it 
be used for profitable PRODUCTION? 


size at the mill, from ideal light-weight crat- 
ing woods. 

They build you Standard Crates. All you 
need is nailing jigs, hammer and nails. 

They save you money from the start. Elimi- 
nate waste of time, labor and material. 

The crates are light and strong. Freight 
costs are low. You add many miles to your 
selling radius. Merchandise arrives in “better” 
condition. 

A new economy—new source of profit. 

Weyerhaeuser also supplies Box Shooks, 
and ideal Crating Lumber for the man who 
cannot standardize his crates. 


WEYERHAEUSER FOREST PRODUCTS 
SAINT PAUL . MINNESOTA 


Producers for industry of pattern and flask lumber, factory grades for remanufacturing, 

lumber for boxing and crating, structural timbers for industrial building. And each 

of these items in the species and type of wood best suited for the purpose. Also producers 
of Idaho Red Cedar poles for telephone and electric transmission lines. 


Weyerhaeuser Forest Products are distributed through the established trade channels by the Weyerhaeuser Sales Company, Spokane, 

Washington, with branch offices at 806 Plymouth Building, Minneapolis; 1418 R. A. Long Building, Kansas City; 208 South La Salle Street, 

Chicago; 1313 Second National Bank Building, Toledo; 2401 First National Bank Building, Pittsburgh; 1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia; 
285 Madison Avenue, New York. 


WEYERHAEUSER CRATING LUMBER-STANDARD LENGTHS OR CUT 10 SIZE! 
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There is no finer symbol of service than the freight car. There is 
nothing that so universally serves mankind. Practically everything 
everyone eats, wears, works with, lives in, or enjoys has been carried 
one or more times in a freight car. 


Missouri Pacific Lines men feel a justifiable pride in efficiently 
maintaining their thousands of freight cars so they are always ready 
tor service in sufficient quantities to meet the needs of all shippers. 
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“A Service Institution” 
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Put your plant 


where it will thrive 


ie 
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PITTSBURGH— 
The Industrial Metropolis of America 


ATURE’S vast storehouse of raw materials— 

favorable climatic conditions—ample rail and 

water transportation — adequate labor — cheap 
power—handy markets—all of these have combined to 
place Pittsburgh in foremost position in production of 
iron and steel, coal and coke, oil and gas, electrical 
materials, glass, industrial chemicals, food stuffs and a 
great variety of other manufactured articles. 


With fourteen million people within two hundred 


miles, and sixty-nine million people within five hundred 
miles, the Pittsburgh District affords unequaled oppor- 
tunity for additional manufacturing to meet the needs 
of this population. 


This Company, serving the West and South Sides of 
the Pittsburgh District with belt line service in connec- 
tion with all trunk lines, offers its active aid in the estab- 
lishment of manufacturing or distributing enterprises 
along its line. 


Montour Railroad Company ~ Oliver Building 


<> 


Pittsburgh>Pa. 
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Shippers—attention 


Here is the Water Way 
Entrance to a Market of 


Two Million People 


HE “cheap-way” 

entrance to Southern 
California for your product. 
A market of two million peo- 
ple is reached through Los 
Angeles Harbor. What an 
ideal location for a distribut- 
ing center . . . and an out- 
post point for South Amer- 
ican and Oriental trade. No 
city in the world has had the 
phenomenal growth that Los 
Angeles has enjoyed in the 
past few years. 
Are you “In” Los Angeles 
with your products? 
Write us and we'll gladly co- 
operate and give you all the 
trade information you need. 


—“__ 


Gateway of the Southwest 
fo the 


Trade Routes of the World 


——— 


Shippers ! 


Here is why you 
should ship via Los 
Angeles Harbor. 


Closest great Pacific Port to the 
Panama Canal. 

The hub of 212 trade routes. 
(Frequent sailings to all parts of 
the world). 

The waterway entrance to a 
market of two million people. 
One thousand acres of tideland 
available for west coast factory 
branch sites. 

Three transcontinental railroads 
direct to wharves and warehouses. 
A six-story, reinforced concrete 
waterside warehouse containing 
$00,000 square feet. 

Ideal weather conditions permit 
year round handling of freight in 
open, 

Supported by Pacific Coast's larg- 
est manufacturing and produce 
district. 
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GREAT SERVICE RESOURCES 


~quict rooms, famous restaurants 


A: THE PALMER HOUSE, you are in 
Chicago's business, shopping and 
amusement center. 

Further than this, the great service 
resources of the hotel make possible 
numerous, uncommon comforts and 
conveniences. 

Two orchestras furnish concert and 
dance music. Four restaurants, com- 
fortably cooled in warm weather, pro- 
vide a la carte or table 
d’hoteservice. The Foun- 


tain Room, beauty shop, hospital, li 
brary and children’s playground typif 
a few of the resources at your iene, 

Right in the hotel, too, are many 
of the City’s smartest fashion and 
specialty shops. 

Rooms for one, $4 to $10—for two, 
$7 to $12. Suites [one to five rooms] 
per room, $9 to $11. Reductions for 
monthly or seasonal occupancy. 

Water L. Grecory 
Manager 


Broadcasting from Station WJ]JD 


HOME OF THE TRAFFIC CLUB OF CHICAGO 


Unusvatty Quiet Rooms—iIn tHE Center oF CHICAGO 
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TRAVEL ON THE 


C:O 


RAILWAY 
“The Road of Service” 


~py 


EAST OR WEST 


Seashore and Mountain 


Resorts 


~~ 


The Nearest Agent will be glad to make 
all your transportation arrangements 
T. H. GURNEY, Gen. Pass. Age. 
Richmond, Virginia 
GEO. COOMBS, 4.G. P. A. 
Cincinnati, O. 
J. B. EDMUNDS, Gen. Age. 
Washington, D. C. 
F. E. LANDMEIER, W. P. A. 
320 N. Broadway, St. Louis, Mo. 
O: N. SPAIN, G. E. P. A. 
299 Broadway, New York City 
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Terminal Railroad Association 
OF ST. LOUIS 


‘‘The Terminal of Capacity and Expedition’’ 


Showing RAILWAY SYSTEM of the 
Terminal R. R. Assoc. of St. Louis, 


ROUTE YOUR FREIGHT SPECIFY 
“T.R. R.A.” IN YOUR BILLS OF LADING 


Interchange Connections with ALL Railroads reaching St. Louis and East St. Louis 
Industrial Switching SERVICE of the most excellent character 
Industrial Switching RATES the lowest to be found in any large city 
Prompt information supplied as to movement when requested 
Three belt lines in the St. Louis District and three in the East St. Louis District provide 
amply for industrial expansion 


Large areas of moderately priced property, conveniently located for industrial development 
are available along these belt lines 


Information regarding RATES, SERVICE, FACILITIES and INDUSTRIAL LOCATIONS 
may be obtained by addressing 


EDWARD CLEMENS, Traffic Manager, 111 Union Station, St. Louis, Mo. 
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Where and When? 


By Mac 
Shippers’ Traffic Man 


Almost every hour of the day someone is 
hurling at me two questions—‘Where is 
that shipment? When will it arrive?” 


The Soo Line gives me top-notch service 
on that important part of my work. The 
Soo Line men are thorough in collecting 
their passing reports, and they give me the 
information every time as if it were a gen- 
uine pleasure. 


That’s one good reason why I route over 
the Soo Line. 


Is a railroad a real person? 


I say “yes” after my experience with the 
Soo. 


To avoid delay, shipments for Ca- 
nadian destinations must be accom- 
ae by shippers’ export declaration 

e in triplicate. This document 
eek be delivered to railroad agent 
at initial point with the shipment and 
a” same to Canadian port 


SautT Shana Marnie 


ee t 


ALWAYS DEPENDABLE 
FREIGHT SERVICE 
AGENCIES 


eo" k Boston, Mass., 40 Central St. Los Angeles, Cal., 530 Van Nuys Bldg. St. Louis, Mo., 2050 Railway 

Buffalo, N. Y., 409-410 Iroquois Memphis, Tenn., Porter Bidg. Exch. g- 

Bldg. Milwaukee, Wis., 68 East Wisconsin Ave. St. Paul, Minn., 1112 Merchants Nat’l 

Chicago, II1., 707° ytandard Trust Bldg. Minneapolis, Minn., Soo Line Bidg., Sth St. Bank Bidg. 
Chippewa Falls, and Marquette Ave. San Francisco, Cal., 681 Market St. 
Cincinnati, O., 709: enstion a. Neenah, Wis Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 
Cleveland, O., 915 Union Trust Bldg. New York, N. os Weoiwarth ty Pe. Seattle, Wash., 5564 Stuart 
Detroit, Mich., 311 Transportation Bldg. Omaha, Neb. 725-2 oO. Spokane, Wash., 1006 Old Wot ‘Bank Bidg. 
Duluth, Minn., 408 West Superior St. Passaic, N. 250. "Bloomfield Ave. Superior, Wis. 
Grand Ra vids, Mich., 414 Lindquist Bldg. Philadelphia, Pa., 00 Locust St. Tacoma, Wash., 1113 Pacific Ave. 
Indianapolis, Ind., 430 Merch. Bank Bldg. Pittsburgh, Pa., 4041 Oliver Bldg. Waukesha, Wis. 
Kansas City, Mo., 723 Walnut St. Portland, Ore., 3rd and Pime Sts. Winnipeg, Man., 603-604 Lombard Bldg. 


4. 
SAInT PAUL 


ROUTE YOUR FREIGHT CARE SOO LINE 
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New British Freight Rates 
Now Available 


The new British Railway freight rates are not 
issued in printed tariffs but are being quoted 
free on application by the L M S Freight Offices 
in America. 


Freight Forwarders, Traffic Managers, Ship- 
ping Agents, Export Managers and shippers 
of all commodities from all British ports to all 
points in the interior of Great Britain should get 
these new rates at once—they are in force now. 


The new rates are based upon the revised 
classification and new standard charges in force 
from January 1, 1928. For information apply 
to LM S Freight Traffic Manager in America 

_at 1 Broadway, New York City, Telephone 
Bowling Green 4260. 


THOMAS ARTHUR MOFFET 
Freight Traffic Manager 


LONDON MIDLAND & SCOTTISH RAILWAY COMPANY 


of Great Britain 
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Offers a Highly 
Developed Freight Service 


BETWEEN 


The New England States and the South 
and West—Eastern Canada and all points 
South. Close affiliation with the lines listed 
below makes this an ideal route for the 
rapid movement of shipments. 


Canadian Pacific Railway 
Canadian National Railways 
Quebec, Montreal & Southern.... 
Boston & Maine 

Boston & Albany 

Pennsylvania 

Lehigh Valley 

Central R. R. of N. J. 


| via Rouses Point, N. Y. 


via Mechanicville, N.Y. 
via Albany, N. Y. 


via Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 


} via Binghamton, N. Y. 
via Owego, N. Y. 


Lackawanna 


Lehigh Valley 
And Their Connections. 


Our nearest representative will, if given opportunity, render you 


HELPFUL SERVICE 


All D. & H. Traffic Agencies are furnished information daily relative 
to junction passings. The Agency nearest you will keep you advised 
of the progress of your urgent carload shipments if requested to do so. 


“ _ 
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i : DELAWARE & HUDSON FREIGHT TRAFFIC AGENCIES 


ONEONTA, N. Y.—Telephone 1500 
A. W. Ackley, Division Freight Agent, 
191 Main Street 


Porn, PA.—Telephone Rittenhouse 
W. H. Chase, General Southern Freight Agent, 


) 


VM , 
“alts, : 
perm (i 
eee Ms 2) ae ALBANY, N. Y.—Telephone 3-11-41 
ly l F ay @ J. E. Colket, Milk Agent, 

vel" as > vs ef tp -' D & H Building 
ha tS 7 4. C. F. Beck, General Eastern Freight Agent, 
teh '9. 7% Ps ’ D & H Building 

ATLANTA, GA.—Telephone Walnut 5464 


“4 
1D 


Monte Pickens, Jr., Commercial Agent, 
930 Healey Building 
BOSTON, MASS.—Telephone Liberty 4106-4107 
F. H. Wheeler, New England Freight Agent, 
429-430 Chamber of Commerce Building 
BUFFALO, N. Y.—Telephone Seneca 0853 
Jas. Vandenberge, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
722 Ellicott Square Building 
CHICAGO, ILL.—Telephone Wabash 8994 
C. H. Clark, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
1101-02 Utilities Building, 
327 South La Salle St. 
MONTREAL, QUE.—Telephone Uptown 7424 
James Fitzsimons, General Canadian Freight Agent, 
106 Drummond Bldg., 511 St. Catherine St., West 
NEW YORK, N. Y.—Telephone Whitehall 5648 and 
- 5649 
C. G. Howland, General: Agent, Freight Dept., 
1446-48 Woolworth Building, 233 Broadway 


1109-10 Finance Building, 
1420-26 South Penn Square 


PITTSBURG, PA.—Telephone Grant 5516 
H. W. Haas, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
513-514 Bessemer Building 


PLATTSBURG, N. Y.—Telephone 698 
E. H. Dow, Division Freight Agent, 
101 Bridge Street 


SCRANTON, PA.—Telephone Bell 4751 
J. J. Coyle, Division Freight Agent, 
D & H Passenger Station 


ST. LOUIS, MO.—Telephone Chestnut 9178 
J. B. Stewart, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
1021-1022 Pierce Building 


TROY, N. Y.—Telephone 765 
F. J. Forster, Division Freight Agent, 
Union Station 


W. G. Story, General Freight Agent, Albany, N. Y. 

F. N. Hiller, Asst. Gen. Freight Agent, Albany, N. Y. 

Max V. Beckstedt, Asst. Gen. Freight Agent, Albany, N. Y. 
Jas. A. Flanders, Jr., Asst. Gen. Freight Agent, Albany, N. Y. 
F. W. Nyland, Coal Freight Agent, Albany, N. Y. 

C. E. Rolfe, Assistant General Traffic Manager, Albany, N. Y. 
L. F. Perry, Assistant to General Traffic Manager, Albany, N. Y. 


W. J. MULLIN, 
General Traffic Manager 


ROUTE OF 


J. T. LOREE, 
Vice-President and General Manager 


ALBANY, N. Y. 


THE MONTREAL LIMITED—Popular Short Way between New York and Montreal 




















































Total Rail Lines 
16,726.69 
Miles 
Total Water 
Lines 
3,825 Miles 
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Southern Pacific 
Highways 
Lead to the 
Main Streets 
of All America 






FROM TRAIL TO RAIL 


(Continued from June 23rd issue) 

One of the _ strongest 
elements in the quartet’s 
success was the absolute 
faith the partners had in 
each other. When Hunt- 
ington went East to raise 
money, he carried with 
him the unlimited power of attorney of 
each of his associates. At one time, when 
money was unusually hard to get, Hunt- 
ington telegraphed from New York for a 
sheaf of blank notes endorsed by all the 
associates. This demand at first scan- 
dalized the cautious Hopkins, but finally, 
not a sheaf perhaps, but a number of 
blanks with the requested endorsements 
were forwarded to Huntington. 

There is probably nothing in business 
today quite like the confidence which 
characterized the dealings of these 
Pioneer builders. Many contracts for 
construction, covering miles of road and 
involving millions of dollars, were merely 
verbal agreements. There is no record 
that there was ever any dispute when 
it came to settlement. Fiction has, per- 
haps, a few combinations comparable to 
this quartet, but in business never before 
and never since have there been four 
men who entered into a compact and 
played the game “all for one and one 
for all” as the “Big Four” did. 

The late William Hood, former chief 
engineer of the Southern Pacific, who 
entered the service in 1867 and worked 
under the direction of the “Four” as long 
as they lived, prompted by what he con- 
sidered unfair criticism of the associates, 
had this to say about them: 





No College Careers 

“They were all born at a time when 
colleges were small in attendance; and 
none of the associates had the advan- 
tages (or otherwise) of college teachings, 
which is true of numerous other great 
men, including Benjamin Franklin, 
George Washington, and Abraham Lin- 
coln. They came to California at the 
time when the discovery of gold caused 
an immigration of the world’s most en- 
terprising and able young men, amongst 
whom they were eminent for ability and 
would have attracted instant attention in 
any gathering of men of attainments. 


“Each one of the four associates had 
special adaptations, and the work that 





A History of Southern Pacific 


each gave attention to was correspond- 
ingly apportioned. Mr. Charles Crocker 
was cheerful and forceful and had a per- 
sonality that caused all employes from 
heads of departments to Chinese coolies 
to do their best and work with an 
interest as if the property and enterprise 
were their own; and, at the same time, 
Mr. Crocker was never an obvious driver 
or taskmaster, and held the almost 
affectionate regard of all his _ subor- 
dinates. 

“In business matters and circles it 
was universally understood that the 
word of the associates was as good as 
their bond, and it was well known that 
they countenanced nothing other than 
scrupulous fairness to laborers and to all 
who had just claims upon them. So 
complete was the confidence of all em- 
ployes in their integrity, that there were 
instances when the company was hard 
pressed for money, for interest and 
other maturing obligations, when notice 
was sent out over the railroad to that 
effect, and asking all employes to get 
along with pay postponement for a 
month, there was no murmuring or loss 
of confidence, but, on the contrary, the 
employes seemed to feel it a privilege to 
be able to help out. 

“After succeeding in building the Cen- 


‘tral Pacific, instead of being financially 


wrecked as freely predicted, and as they 
themselves feared, the ambition seized 
the four associates to build a great sys- 
tem of railroads to develop the Pacific 
Coast, which was most fortunate for Cal- 
ifornia, and this ambition was stead- 
fastly held to, through extreme discour- 
agements and risks. 


“It is inevitable in such a case that 
a monopoly for a time of ownership of 
railroads was necessarily created, and 


the only way to prevent it was for the. 


associates to stop building railroads, 
which was very far from the wish of 
the various parts of the state which 
needed railroad transportation. 


Advanced West 


“California would have been many 
years longer without a complete rail- 
road system if these associates had 
failed to devote their energies and risk 
their fortunes in railroad construction. 


“The assumption that other railroads 
would have built to and through Cal- 
ifornia if these associates had not done 
it has nothing fo support it in view of 
the facts, which are that no railroads 
would have come to California until 
after the railroads built by the associates 
(Advertisement) 


had developed the state enough to make 
it worth their while to build without risk 
and get a share of the business devel- 
oped by the pioneer railroad construc- 
tions.” c 

There are some interesting personal 
remembrances in San Francisco of these 
pioneer builders, which the fire of 1906 
spared. . 

In 1874, when the hard battle with 
the Sierra had been won, Stanford, 
Hopkins and Crocker built for them- 
selves homes on that part of California 
Street, San Francisco, known as Nob 
Hill, near where the Fairmont Hotel now 
stands. 

The Stanford home was at the corner 
of California and Powell streets and 
occupied the easterly half of the block 
bounded by California, Powell, Pine, and 
Mason Streets. On the west half of the 
block, Mark Hopkins built his home. 
The Hopkins Art Institute, which was 
built there after the fire of 1906, has 
been replaced by a skyscraper apart- 
ment house. Across the street, on the 
site now occupied by Grace Cathedral, 
Charles Crocker bought the block 
bounded by California, Sacramento, Tay- 
lor and Jones Streets, and there built 
his home. On the same side of Califor-. 
nia Street, in what is now the children’s 
playground known as Huntington Square, 
stagod the white colonial mansion built 
by D. C. Colton, which was afterwards 
the San Francisco home of Collis P. 
Huntington. 

Although the fire of 1906 destroyed 
these homes, the stone wall which sur- 
rounded them remains. Around Grace 
Cathedral still stands the iron and gran- 
ite wall built by Charles Crocker, con- 
querer of the Sierra. The boundary of 
Huntington Park was Collis P. Hunt- 
ington’s fence. 

When Stanford started to build his 
home, the lot developed a habit of slid- 
ing down the steep Powell Street hill. 
A number of bulkheads were put in, but 
one after the other slid out, until Stan- 
ford, losing patience, announced that 
men who had made a railroad that 
stayed “put” on the steep sides of the 
Sierra should certainly be able to tame 
a city hill, no matter how steep. He 
turned the problem over to railroad 
engineers. 


They solved it by excavating a foun- 


‘dation for the bulkhead in such a way 


that, while the hill slanted from north 
to south, the foundation slanted from 
south to nort The bulkhead has stayed 
there ever since because, before it can 
slide down the Powell Street hill, it 
must slide up the hill the railroad engi- 
neers built. This bulkhead, which ex- 
tends around the entire block, is still 
in service and there is nothing more 
substantial in San Francisco. 


(To be continued in July 21st issue) 





